e 384i 
—. 


Hew Jersey Law Fournal 




















5 en AEN mN 





— 


sOL. LXXV—No. 45 


NEWARK, N. J.. THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 1952 











pLEADING—Where a party has 
mistakenly designated a de- 
fense aS a counterclaim or vice 
versa the court shall, if justice 
requires, under Rule 3:8-3, 
treat the pleading as if there 
: @ had been a proper designation. 
{DGMENTS —VERDICTS— 
While the court may not im- 
pute to a verdict a meaning 
which the jury doubtfully in- 
tended tu impart, yet a verdict 


ae 
:D ma’ be molded in consonance 
—+@ with the plainly manifested in- 
“EH tention of the jury and judg- 
$i ment entered accordingly. 
98 Generally a verdict of no cause 
=§ on plaintifi’s action will not 
8 impliedly embrace an affirma- 
#8 tive finding for the defendant 
—+@ on « counterclaim. 


possession in which sole is- 


% for 
9H sue was defendant’s claim of 
— =§ titk by adverse possession, 
justifies molding of verdict and 
——3@ entry of judgment for posses- 
st 2 sion for defendant. 
*@ Digested from an opinion by 


S.J.A.D. rendered Oct. 24, 
umpert et als v. Mikos. For 


nts—Lewis Winetsky. For 
lents—Maurice C. Briga- 
itiffs and defendants are 
of adjacent parcels of 


Plaintiffs complained that 
ants were depriving them 
use of a designat por- 
their land and sought a 
‘nt for possession thereof 












a 





images for loss of mesne 
Defendants by answer 

ledged possession of the 

nd averred they had ac- 

I title thereto by adverse 

od sssession. They requested that 
rizhts and interests be 


ed and determined.’ 
trial on March 7 the jury 








d a verdict of “no cause 

a n” in favor of defend- 

yn March 10 a judgment 

no cause of action was entered 
| 3 the elerk pursuant to Rule 
38. On March 11 vlaintiffs ap- 

r 39 new trial. This was 

ied by the judze on March 

é + On March 15 the judge made 
er directing that judg- 

inal be entered in favor 

ndants for yossession olf 

id and by an order of 


larch 26 the former judgment 
tere | on March 10 was vacated 
f’s appeal 
Defendants in their an 
er ceseribed a parcel of land 
; neluded that designated 
3% plaintiff, asserted that they 
2d a quired the right to it by 
possession and requested 
1eir interest therein be 
d. It would have been 
o have filed a counter- 
ursuant to Rule 3:74-8. 
“it where a party has mistaken- 
des gnated a defense as a 
unte-claim or vice versa, the 
1 terms, if justice so re- 
tures, shall treat the pleading 
1ere had been a proper 
“ign. tion. Rule 3:8-3. And, 
ot raised by the plead- 
tried, shall be treated 
had been raised in 
adings and appropriate 
lents may be made, even 
dsment. Rule 3:15-2. 
sole controversial issue 
‘senied and tried was de- 
ant’s claim to title by ad- 
£3€ ossession. The court 
the jury that the ques- 
defendant’s title by ad- 
ssession was in issue and 
“at it they found defendants 
“2 Deen in possession for 20 
-aT$ the verdict should be no 
ection. A verdict is un- 
i as an effort by the jury 
pond and conform to the 
by the court. 
4© a court may not impute 
; & verdict a meaning which 
““ Jury doubtfully intended to 
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§ _Verdict of no cause in action 


impart, yet a verdict need not 
found any precise legal- 
istic form and may be molded 
in consonance with the plainly 
manifested intention of the jury 
and judgment may be entered 
accordingly. 

Generally, a verdict of no 
cause against a plaintiff would 
not impliedly embrace an af- 
firmative finding for the de- 
fendant on a counterclaim. The 
present case is different in that 
the sole issue in reality present- 
ed was the alleged adverse pos- 
session which at the same time 
it defeated the plaintiff's action 
Supported an affirmative judg- 
ment for aefendants 

Affirmed. 
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Camden County Bar To 
Again Play Host to 
Needy Children 


For the second consecutive 
year the Camden County Bar 
Association will join with the 


Sealtest -<ce Cream Company to 
entertain over 1000 needy chil- 
dren of Camden County at a 
Christmas party to be held at the 
Camden Convention Hall on Sat- 


urday, December 20. 1952. The 
occasion will be the telecast of 
the video show known as “Big 
Top.’ 


This year’s committee is head- 
ed by Judge Edward V. Martino 
and Deputy Mayor Angelo Ma- 


laudra. The committee is made 
up of the following members: 
Justice A’bert E. Burling, Judge 


Thomas M Madden, Judge Frank 


T. Lloyd, Judge Bartholomew 
Sheehan, Judge Rocco Palese, 
Ralph W.E. Donges, Grover 
C. Richman, Mitchell Cohen, 
Beniamin Dzick, Benjamin As- 
bell, Carl Kisselman, Walter S. 
Keown, Ralph Wescott, John J. 


Crean, William B. Knight, Wil- 
liam Gotshalk, Sidney P. Mc- 
Cord, George Aaron, Alexander 
Feinberg, John H. Reiners, Jr.. 
Benjamin Friedman, William 


Lipkin, Leon Wingate. John 
Heckers, Edward A. Reid, Robert 
Johnson, Anthony Mitchell, A 
David Epstein, Edwin Segal, 
Joseph Tomaselli. John R. Di 
Mona, Frank Lario Gene R. 


Mariano, William T. Cahill, Carl- 
ton W. Rowand, Donald Taggart, 
Raymond Jubanyik. Joseph 
Zampino, Anthony Lario, Jack 
Furhman, Rebert J. Paul, George 
Purnell, Allen Dolgin and Ed- 
ward Curry. 

Denies Buyer's Claim to 

Proceeds of Seller's Fire 

Insurance Policy 


Superior Court Judge Frederic 
R. Colie has ruled, in an unre- 
ported opinion letter, that where 
a contract for sale of realty pro- 
vides that loss by fire pending 
delivery of the deed is to fall on 
the seller, the seller is not bound 
to account to the buyer for the 
proceeds of a policy covering 
the loss. 

The question was before the 
court on a motion to strike the 
part of the buyer’s complaint 
seeking to compel the seller’s in- 
surer to pay over tc the buyer 
the damages for a fire loss in 
accordance with the policy issued 
to the seller. The contract be- 
tween the buyer and the seller 
contained the usual clause read- 
ing. “Risx of loss or damage to 
said premises by fire or other- 
wise until the delivery of said 
deed is assumed by the Seller”. 
A fire occurred subsequent to 
execution of the contract and 
the deed was never delivered. 
The motion to strike was granted. 


Digests of Recent Opinions 


Yeshiva v Lipis et al. Superior 


Court. No C-2014-51. 


} 
| 
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Judge Proctor Schedules 


Mecting on New Pretrial | 


Procedure 

Judge Haydn Proctor, Super- 
ior Court f 
of Hudson County, has scheduled | 
a special meeting for all Hudson | 
County rs at his Court| 
Room, at the Court House, Jersey | 
City, on Friday afternoon, Nov-| 
ember 14th at 3 P.M. for the pur- | 
pose of discussing the new pre-| 
trial practice and procedure rules. | 


LaAWYE 


52 Pass Counsellor's Exam 


Will be Sworn In 


Court Nov. 


al 


20. 


Supreme 


The Supreme Court on Friday 
announe: the names of 52 at- 
torneys who had passed the Oct- 
ober 1952 Counsellor’s Exam held 
on October 7th and 8th. The new 
counsellors w be sworn in be- 
fore the Supreme Court on Nov- 
ember 20th 


Ail 


The ne insellors are: 


Aiello 
Bangs 
F. Bass 
G. Bedford 
sender 
rd S. Binkowski 








W. Bradway 
Brearley 
John F. Butler 
J. En t Cassidy 
Andre V. Clark 
Mar D. Cohen 
Sey uur Cohen 
Frank A. Dolan 
Jar P. Evers 
Joseph N. Falbo 
Fred k Z. Feldman 
Andrian M. Foley, Jr 
Irvir Lloyd Gang 
Char R. Hardin, Jr 
Edward W. Harker 
Burt W. Horner 
Thomas V. Jardine 
John M. Kaufman 
Willia B. Kaufman 
Rot S. Krause 
Edward E. Kuebler 
Alvin B. Lebar 
Warr Lloyd Lewis 
Howard Mahany, Jr 
Richa 4. McGrath 
Arthur Minuskin 
p J. Mylod 
I Nadler 
Alfr Napier 
Rot t J. Novins 
Wil FE. O'Connor, Jr 
Da\ Pollack 
Wa Read 
Alb i. Rees, Jr 
Ma z ibloom 
Ch Sabin 
Nor E. Schlesinger 
Ala J. Sellar 
Murr ( Simon 
Eve Smith 
Jere Steir 
2d C. Stokes 
Cc. J Stroumtsos 
Rich O. Venino 
Roger ¢ Ward 
Wil Tr. Wichmann 
° ° 
U. S. District? Court Rule 
Amendments 


Three of the General Rules of 
the U. S. District Court for the 
District of New Jersey have been 


amended 
Rule 6 has been amended to 
read as follows: 


REMOVAL BOND 


Each petition for removal of a} 
civil action or proceeding, except 
a petition in behalf of the United 
States, shall be accompanied by 
a bond with good and sufficient | 
surety conditioned that the de-| 
fendant or defendants will pay 
to the oppc party or parties 
all costs isbursements in- 
curred by reason of the removal | 
proceedings should it be deter- 
mined that the case was not re-| 
movable was improperly re- 
moved. 


Removal bonds shall be in the| 
penal sum $500 unless after | 
objection thereto the court shall 
otherwise order. Where a remov- 
al bond has been executed by a 
duly qualified corporate surety it 
need not be executed by the de-| 
fendant or defendants. Removal | 
bonds shall be 


n 
1 
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and Assignment Judge; w scott 


| gers 
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| Prof. Scott, Gsvernor Driscoll, Chief Justice Vanderbilt and Dr. 


Rutgers Law School Convocation 


Jones to speak on Place of Law School in Profession and Community 


NEWARK — Professor Austin 
Governor Alfred E. 
Driscoll, Chief Justice Arthur T. 
Vanderbilt and Dr. Lewis Web- 
ster Jones will speak at the Rut- 
Law School Convocation 
program Tuesday, November 18, 





Prof. Austin W. Scott 


at Hotel Essex House, Newark. 
This program is designed to bring 
into sharp focus the place of the 
Rutgers School of Law in the 
professional and civie activities 
of the community and the State. 

Professur Scott is well known 


to the legal profession as per- 
haps the leading authority on 
the Law o£ Trusts. Born in New 
Brunswick, New Jersey, he is the 
son of Dr. S. Austin Scott, Pres- 
ident of Rutgers College 1891- 
1906. Professor Scott has served 
as Dean cf Iowa State Univer- 
sity Law School and Acting Dean 
of the Hervard Law School be- 
fore the appointment of Roscoe 
Pound. In 1939 he was elected 
to the Dane Professorship of Law 
at Harvard. 

Since 1946 great strides have 
been made at the Rutgers School 
of Law in raising scholastic 
standards, attracting outstand- 
ing faculty members, expanding 
the iibrary to top position among 
law libraries of the State and 
increasing services to the pro- 
fession and the public. 

This is the first program of its 
kind sporsored by the School of 
Law. The Rutgers’ University 
Glee Club will offer an appro- 
priate program. Members of the 
judiciary, outstanding members 
of the legal profession, business 


and industrial leaders through- 
out the State are among those 
invited to attend. 


Rule Amendment 





Rule 3:81-7 is amended to read as follows 


3:81-7. Review of Statutory Proceedings 
Review of statutory proceedings in the Superior Court and 
the County Courts, proceedings before Judges of the Superior 


Court and the County Courts sitting as statutory agents, 
proceedings before in‘erior courts of limited jurisdiction 
to Article VI, Section 1 of the Constitution, 
Proceedings 


pursuant 
in the Appellate Division 
be taken and shall proceed 


and 
created 
shall be 
review shall 
as appeals 


for such 
in the same manner 


from the Trial Divisions to the Appellate Division 


Amended March 25, 1949: November 3, 


-e Rule 4:5 Procedure in Lieu 
Causes and State v 
A.2d 84, 87 (1949). 


New Jersey State 


Yaccarino 


1952 


oe ta 


Attorneys - October, 1952 


1. On Oci. 15, 1952. James Bier, 
of Englewood, N. J., purchased a 
$400 television set from Bigg De- 


partment Store in N.Y., which 
promised delivery within one 
week. The store maintains a 


regular delivery service by trucks 

between N.Y. and Englewood. 
On the same day, William Ven- 

dy of Trenton, N. J.. purchased 


a $400 bedroom set from the 
same store, which agreed to send 
it to him C.O.D. by the Penn 


R. R. The bedroom set was de- 
livered to the Penn R. R. freight 
station in N. Y. on Oct. 16, 1952; 
and, on the same day, the tele- 
vision. set was placed on the 
store’s delivery truck. That night, 
the truck was on the ferry-boat 
“Crossing”, operated by the Penn 
R. R. between N.Y. and Jersey 
City. On the same ferryboat, was 


|a miscellaneous load of freight, 


including the bedroom set pur- 
chased by Vendy. When in mid- 
stream, the ferryboat was ram- 
med by an ocean liner and im- 
mediately sank. The Bigg De- 
partment Store refused to re- 
place either the television set or 
the bedroom set. 

(a) Can the seller secover from 


| Bier? 


(b) Can the seller recover from 


Vendy? 


2. When, Tom Jones had been 


filed with the|@n employee of the Smith Hard- 


clerk. No approval by the court; Ware Co. for 10 years, a dinner 
shall be necessary unless objec-|Wa@S held in his honor, and at 


tions thereto are filed. 


that time he was presented with 


Objecticns to a removal bond; certificate under the seal of 





(Continued on page 4, col. 3) 


the Company executed by the 
President and Treasurer of the 


of Prerogative Writs in Criminal 
3 N.J. 291. at 296. and 297, 70 

Bar Examinati 

Company, which provided in 

Substance that in appreciation 

of the faithful character o 

Tom’s services there would be 


paid in the event of his death, if 
still an employee of Smith Hard- 
ware Co.. to the beneficiary de- 
signated on the back of the cer- 
tificate, a sum equal to the wages 
he had received from the Smith 





Hardware Co. for the year next 
. » Jean +h daw hic + 
preceding the day of his death 


but in no event 
The 
“The 
certificate 
purely voluntary 
on the part 


to exceed $3,000. 
lso. provided, 


le 
this 


certin 













4595U 





understand 
obligation 
ance or 





or discontinued at 


this company.” On tl 
the certificate, in the 
marked for designation 
ficiary, Tom Jones 
name of his wife, 
and placed the ce 


der 









Sale 
to wv 
until 
durin: 
cedi 
After 
ented the certificate to tk 


Hardware Co. and 


ne 





payment. When that was r sed 
she filed suit against rit 

Hardware Co. for $3,750. in Salem 
County County Court. Decide the 


case. 


(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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Rule 7: 
ant to defend ei 


ing an answer. 
—Rules 


apply to 


tering an appearance or by fil- 


2:8-3, 3:8-4 and 
answers 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT—Fail- 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS | 


DISTRICT COURT PRACTICE— County District 
5-4 requires a defend- 





the plaintiff for legal 
ther by en- He assert; that the 
erred in denying his 


judgment in that the 
did not prove the d 


defendant of a copy 


3:9-2 
in District 












‘ceedings in the County 





Invest 








elivery 


Court in favor of 
services. 
trial court 
motion for 
plaintiff 
to the 
of his bill 


District! causine the 


‘ NEGLIGENCE—One_ who _ per- 

| mits the use of her home by 
a society for a meeting with- 
out compensation is not an 
invitor of the members. 

—A sccial guest of the owner 
is regarded as a licensee who 
must take the property as he 
finds it. 


Court actions. for services as required by RS. Ae : 
—Failure to set up specifically 2A:13-6. —Liability for a hazard in the 
in the answer the defense of _ | mature cf a trap is never im- 
non-compliance with a condi-| The complaint alleges that posed uniess the defendant has 
tion precedent bars assertion legal services were rendered by knowledge of the condition. 
ef such non-compliance as a‘the plaintiff to the defendant |. sted from an opinion by 
ground for judgment where Prior to May 19, 1951 “and on enh: J as eciesions ‘ Oct 24 
the complaint affirmatively al-| that date the plaintiff rendered *7° rie ern nie ioe nip 
leged compliance. his final bill therefor to the de- ee ee ene Gisck Vogel 
fendant”; and “the plaintiff has ¢'t. Fer appellants—-Clark Vogel 


For Jose ph Coult 


respondents 


ure of attorney to serve client Caused a true copy of his bill Spa ee , 
3 ‘ eae 3 IE EO Sol £ Plaintiff appeals from a judg- 
with bill for services as requir- for fees, charges and disburs may. sae ike 
ed by R.S. 2A:13-6 is an affirm-'™ents to be served upon the ment of dismissal. 
ative defense in zction by at-' defendant.” The defendant filed A church society of which Mrs 
torney against client for fees,.2 Specification of defenses but Vogel and es. Eckert “were 
which must be specifically did not set up therein lack of members, requested permission 
pleaded in the answer. ‘service of the bill for services. of Mrs. Eckert to hold the June 
| meeting at her home, in the form 
Digested from a per curiam Held: Rule 7:5-4 adopted Jan- cf a picnic in a grove on her 
opinion rendered Oct. 22, 1952.’uary 1, 1952 requires a defendant’ property. Each member “was to 
Appellate Division. Hulbert v.'to defend either by entering an p;jn> a covered dish”. Mrs. Eck- 
Collins. For appellant—Hubert appearance or by filing an ans- ert consented to the use of her 
J. Franklin. For respondent wer. The complaint in this actlo home but had nothing to do with 
John T. Madden. jWas filed Feoruary 25, 1952, SO the arrancements which were 
Defendant appeals from a that Rule 7:5-4 applies. planned by the officers of the 
judgment entered in the Sussex No answer was filed, but what- society. . 
ever Gefenses the defendant had Mrs. Eckert contriouted coffee 
!were set up in his specifications and rolls. Mrs. Vogel brought a 
‘of defenses. Rule 3:8-4 provides covered dish and acted as one 
ithat “averments in a complaint) of the hostesses. 
!. . . . are admitted when not s. Vorel sat on 2 bench with 
‘denied in the answer thereto”,’ another lady. As a third lady 
and by Rule 7'5-5 applies to pro-, sat down on the bench it broke 


injuries sued on. Two 














profitably Court. The ee specifica- of the members testified they ex- 
: tion of defenses failed to deny,!amined the broken bench and 
19 “specifically and with partic ular- tound the wood appeared to be 
25% ‘ity’ as required by Rule 3:9-2, | rotten where the nails were 
i eit ale ithe performance of a condition] pulled out. 
per annum ‘precedent namely, compliance | Mr. Eckert had built the bench 
with the provisions of R.S. 2A:} a aaa benches about 10 or 
Funds Insured up to $10,600 1 13- 12 years earlier. They were re- 
shealedinaniaaantuatevatd The rec2ipt the bills is not| paired from time to time but 
Transactions may be handled by mail | Genied and the specification of|had never been painted or treat- 
FRIE PARKING at Kinney Gorage ' defenses does not inelude the!ed with a preservative. An exvert 
Your cecount or inquiry invited charge that the plaintiff failed | testified paresis! construc- 
to comply with the provisions of|tion for outdoor wooden furni- 
Faz RS. 2A-13-6. Rule 3:8-3. The new]ture required that it be painted 
es} nAwkK rules. though liberalized to pro-|or treated with a preservative 
SF UT re ‘ar . mote substantial justice, never- Plaintiffs contend Mrs. Voge! 
SAVINGS ang Loaw Assn. theless require that adverse par-|was an invitee, that her admis- 
en eee NEWARK 2, N. J. T ties be appraised of claims to be}sion was conditioned on her 
Papo pct met. bringing a ccvered dish, that de- 
a : Affirmed. lants owed her a duty to ex- 
Scecemapees reasonable care, and that 
a sithev made out a 1a hoe 
8 NIATIONAL SURETY C ORPORATION gjcare. Additionally rae gue 
" : babies : i : , ® i that the condition of the ak 
4 Specializing in the kavecution of ®/created a hazard in the nature 
a Fiduciary and Court Bonds H . sd al 
4 eld: Mrs. Eckert attached no 
60 ' PARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2-8220 * [condition tc the use of her home 


permitted its use by 
The covered dish 


merely 
society 


but 
the 





her benefit. She 
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ART 


71-73 CI 


Financiai Printers — 


i erent Ser filing and regi istration the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


HUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
LINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N.S. 
TELEPHONE MARKET | 3-4994 


not for 


Was 
neither 
expected to receive 


demanded, received or 
nor did the 
*t to pay, any con- 


members exper 





$)Sideration for the courtesy ex- 
i§/tended in permitting the use of 
's}the grove. Mrs. Vcgel was a 
ip] SOcial guest and in the law re- 
{ garded as a licensee. A licensee 
iymust take the property as he 
pj finds it. The duty owing to a 
i social guest is only to take the 


of him that one takes 
and the other mem- 
ily. and no more. 


family. 


same car? 
ig | Of himseli 
wibers of his 








= toe 
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972 Broad St.. Newa 
Phone Mitchell 2-63 





CONVEN? 





VHIX¥ NYU? T he 
PLIINA! i | £ 





er eee ee 


The Larges? litle In-vrence Comrany 


in Naw ‘sirev 


oad Surotus ave- 21,700,500 


are Afanme: ~- 
AiG teyvabeasec & 


Tite 


. ay 
An? "a? oe wes? fomager 
UCM La « oh bi eh te ae dabew Gd 


Pe i 


“RESTS 
i re 


roe 







< ~~ - 
7 re . st 
rk S-=t! +19 Banta PL. 
00 “perem J Phone HUbbard 7-4300 


AO ME aad ae ODS OO FE Ve EY 


a 


Hackensack 5 


SS Assuming the condition was in 
ea ee eT ait the nature of a trap, nevertheless 
onder ceria spe garry . — j liability is not impcsed unless the 

Ti iif yNsuer \ N ‘ F ; defendant has knowledge of the 
sa aN sy ad At ,c condition. There is here no proof 

p H n MOO. LER , of such now ledge. 
s ~ ahe ve f Pye UAU - . | Plaintiff relies on Lordi. v. 


Sp.otta but in that case the house 
Was injured by the active 
-°2 of the owner in im- 
off a gas heater. 


i 
, Suest 
ne gligenc 


turnino 


aii ly turning 
i Afirmed 


=R COMPLETE SERVICE : 


GANN | 
LAW BOOKS 


Podlishers and Consultants 
790 Broad Street 
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Newark 2, N. J. ‘ 
MArket 2-3140 | 








U.S. District Court Decisions 


interstate Commerce—Conspir- v. Penn 
acy Judge Forman, 
Plaintiff, a corporation engag- 


ed with th? approval of the I.C.C. 


FR.R. et als 
Oct 


O} 
23 


Adverse Possession—Rea 











in carrying railroad freight cars 
m earrya BEFORE Ireignt ¢ ar? | erty—E a es 
rs) boat ween New York Frederick W 
d Ne rleans, Texas -Cify!,,... es = iner of ara 
2nd avannah filed suibl soo. Mer s.& Sze 
against the defendant railroads a oe d mar sh land in 
and railroad associations charg- ; °°" oe pain 
2 a conspiracy to boycott de- - a ine pepe it po ay 
fendant by refusine to permit! “=~ 
= ape ate _ will, made prior to 
railroad cars of the defendants ~) -" i : 
to be carried over plaintiff’s sys- ~~" “ which ee 
: z ; ... 7 entire estate to jis 
tem though participating in all aan 4 pi 
me - appointed her execut 
ot ae respects In tne na ional Car ; . “ill . - a 
made n me > 
‘oline and forwardine and ex- Wl nade no mention 


children. The wi 
veyed the property in q 


: AE +.) DOr 
change system established under ~ 





he EC The complaint further one Smith. In 1911 th 
charges the defendants have Newark condemned th 

created an illegal monopoly and oe inate ean - 
that plaintiff has been ten ee Oe See Sway 
The complaint seeks an injunc- ]07UnS SS ae 
tion and damages. It purports to 27 Condemnation was 


1912. In 1915 the Citv b 





be filed under the Clayton Act. ; riaa ods ee ; 
Defendants move to dismiss for “€4@S. Nitea the propert 
lack of jurisdiction. ed Dulldings thereon 
Held: The I.C.C. has author- | //nes over it and then Ie 
ity to require through routes (J0NS 0? 5@ SERGE 
and to require interchange of 22S ee) open and 
railroad cars among connecting SN. *¥'9 Claimant 
railroads «ud water carriers. The *2° ” ew. She mad 
LC.C. has the jurisdiction and ©f OWnership and no a’ 
the power to direct such con- 25S€rt er interest until 
ditions of interchange that will °©” be sea sa 
integrate plaintiff into the na- . ~— Peal Ger She ot 
tional transportation Act of 1940 {3'CC at The time of Wai 
to the maximum extent of its Ri epeenai ae Pie a 
use for the public necessity and th bing ica a 
convenience. The considerations 272 © Wit. became 1 
involved are not for the courts 2 ‘+ Interest in the | 
but for the expert judgment of Per father had died 
the I.C.C. The court is without [Ss intercst was no 
jurisdiction. Sec. 16 of the Clay- ‘Me conveyance to Smit 
ton Act svecifically excludes in- S¥>sequent condemnati 
Lee | Ch MAW A PONE HC?” OLGLE 4S; 2 
junctions against carriers in re- 
common to one fourt 


spect to any 


matter within the : 
PR Ae property continues wu 
jurisdiction of : 


the L-C.C: Seatrain |= "" >. 
t by adverse posse 


10st Il 





A ; Claimant came of ag 
snnouncements At that time she had 


York University tive notice of the cons 


The New 





School of Law, Class of 1916, will Smith and of the cond 
hold a Dinner Meeting at 6 P. From that time until 
1., Thursday, November 13, 1952, had ample notice from 
at Leone's Restaurant, 239 West Sical circumstances tha 
48th Street. New York City. Occupied and claimed 
Members of the Class who de- Possession. Adverse pos 
sire to attend this meeting, may One tenant In commo} 
get in touch with the Secretary- his contenant begins 
Treasurer of the Class, Emil former by open and 
Klein, at 31 Clinton Street, New- acts. shows clearly to 
ark. New Jersev. and to a!l having oc 
: cbserve the property, 


Daniel T. O’Regan and Frank poss: is intended t 


>Ssion 


S. Schlosser announce the dis- and does exclude the 
solution of the firm of O’Regan his cotenant. Plaintiff 
& Schlosser. Mr. Schlosser will interest in. 1939 by adv 
continue the general practice of session. U.S. v. Newa 


Journal Judge Fak: 


] aw 


Sq.. 


26 


Opinion yx 
Misc 


individually at 


Jersey City. 409 2 









1812 - 1952 
In 1836 when Newark 
incorporated as a city, 
Bank was 24 vears old. 


RECOGNITION 


We believe that the steadily-increasing 


volume cf business of our Department of 
Trusts and Estates indicates recognition 
of cur determination to make our service 


thoroughly satisfactory to beneficiaries, 


TTS VE" er RO PAPAS De, 


ee 


as well as efficient and econcmical. 


WwATIONAL STATE BANK 


(Department of Estates & Trusts) 
810 BROAD ST., NEWARK 1, N. J. 


a) 


Seuss Creering House Association 


Lepvast ineurance Corporation 


Ae. 600 om ber— 


KR :muer Pederai 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT CPiNIONS 


10NING—A non-conforming 
structure which is completely ply authority to rebuild the pre- 


destroyed 
within the authority 
zoning act. 


BRS 


rebuilt 
of the 


cannot be 


40:55-48 only authorizes 


rebuilding of non-conforming 


structures 
only 


Hi¢ 
Uv 


“am 


4 
4 














i have to be completely 


which have been 
partially destroyed. 

sted from an opinion by 
haw, J.S.C. rendered Oct. 
52. Chancery Div. D’Agos- 


t al v. Jaguar Realty. For 
ffs — Chandless. Weller, 
r & Frank. For Jaguar 

Rodney and Jacobs— 
‘d S. White. For Borough 
Milford—William A. Fas- 
leclaratory idgment is 
as to the right of the 
ants Jaguar Realty Co. 
and Jacobs. to rebuild 
1 p*emises in the Borough 
Milford 
+r the zoning ordinance of 


1949, the 
placed 
How- 


rough adopted in 
es ir question were 
A” Residence Zone 
the property, ow by 
had been used by de- 
its Jacobs and Rodney for 
ianufacturing of rubber 
since 1946, and _ these 
ions were contin i a 
nforming use 
Jec. 6, 1950 a fire 
completely destroyed 
for all practical pt 
wo of the walls 
ig end before 
be resumed the 


ned 
eu 


as 


occurre 





ained 
yperations 


building 
re- 
They claim the right to 
under R.S. 49:55-48 

R.S. 40:55-48 provides 






nonconforming use or 
re. ... «may ontinu- 
n the lot or In build- 
occupied and any such 
re may be restored or re- 
in the event f artial 
tion thereof’ 

statute provides that a 


g which represents a non- 


restored 


nii:g use may be 

ired “in the event of par- 
truction”. Here the build- 
s been totally destroyed. 
the legislative purpose 


1e repairs and alterations 


-conforming structures to 


ff minor charact 








The zoning act does not sup- 


mises. Judgment accordingly. 

AGENCY—There is no implied 
authority in a salesman to 
bind his principal to repur- 
chase the articles sold. 

—T» support apparent authority 
there must be some act by the 
principal which would justify a 
person of ordinary prudence 
conversant with the business 
usages in presuming such 
authority had been conferred 
on the agent. 

RATIFICATION Ratification 


presupposes knowledge or no- | 
tice of the circumstance claim- | 
| 


ed to be ratified. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Jayne, S.J.A.D. rendered Oct. 24, 


1952. MacLeod v. Ajax. For ap- 
pellant—Julius Stein. For re-| 
spondent—Harry V. Osborne, Jr. 


One Gillson, a salesman or dis- | 


tributor for defendant, sold five 
machines of defendant to plain- 
tiff in March 1951 for $1,747.50. 
A printed form entitled “Pur- 
chase and Sales Contract” was 
filled in by Gillson and signed 
by plaintit¥. The form states that 
it is the full purchase order and 


agreement and that if accepted} 


by defendant, defendant will be 
bound only by written or printed 
terms aypearing on the face 
thereof. The copy handed to 
plaintiff contained a rider, sign- 
ed by Gillson, stating that the 
machines would be repurchased 
at the end of 3 months. The orig- 
inal, sent to defendant and ac- 
cepted by it, made mention 
of this condition 
n July 1951 plaintiff demand- 
that defendant repurchase 
machines for $1,747.50. De- 
Cisclaimed obliga- 


no 


ed 
the 
fendant 
tion. 

Plaintiff 
seeking 
specific 
had judzment 
appeals 

Held: Piaintiff’s 
based upon fraud or rescission or 
lack of valid contract. Rather is 
it based upon existance of a con- 
tract and elleged breach thereof 

The determinative issue is the 


any 


the contract 
$1,747.50 or 
Plaintiff 
defendant 


sued 
damages of 
performance. 


ana 


) 
) 


claim is not 




















been contemplated tha authority of Gillson to bind de- 
nforming structure fendant to repurchase the ma- 
ouilt after complete chines. There was no proof of 

he word “partial” W express authority. Reliance is 

ve been used. The spirit placed upon apparent authority 
zoning is to restrict rather to enter into the collateral and 
n increase non-conforming simultaneous agreement. To sup- 
¢ and authority to ary the port apparent autnority there 
lication of the Ze1 u- must be some proof that defend- 
on shculd be sparing ant by soine act placed Gillson 
ad in such a situation that a person 

*® *® ~ * 

Largest Title Plants in the State 
COMPLETE, COOPERATIVE 
STATEWIDE SERVICE 

* 
T 
New JERSEY REALTY LITLE 
‘SURANCE C 
INSURANCE COMPANY 
NEWARK 
TRENTON « HACKENSACK 
MONTCLAIR « NEW BRUNSWICK 
Title Sewice Exelustuely 
eee 











‘of ordinary prudence, coversant 
with business uses, and the na- 
ture of the particular business. 
was justitied in presuming Gill-| 
son had, beyond the authority 
to sell, the additional authority 
to obligate defendant to repur- 
chase. No such evidence was pre- 
sented. 
Plaintiff 
to bind 
is implie 
man. No 
be recognizs 
in the case of a mere salesman. | ere 
| wnt arenes dateniant used as the Paterson-Hamburgh 
Plaintifl ar eee? rene Turnpike. The County, the 
ratified the agreement. Ratifica-| Boough and the traveling pub- 


Rutgers Law School will this| 
week participate for the first} 
Ktime in the National Inter-Law 
iSchool Moot Court Competition. 
,A team composed of three stud- 
ents, Herman D. Michels, 357 
Griggs.Street, Teaneck; Harvey 
R. Sorkow, 151 Engle Street, En- 
glewood, and Donald R. Sorkow, 
10 Knickerbocker Road, Tenafly, 


argues the authority 
seller to repurchase 
invested in a sales- 
such implication can 
d as a matter of law 





ti presupposes knowledge or,),. , . 
Speier tie eras aiaiced pry salen lic, have acted on that assump- 
reir “ee ag agen be eine cons tion. Under such circumstances 
eee oe ree ] dee | the center line of Main street 
aS on potinsic- ogee rn will be presumed to be the true 
[oe nee he Cee - center line of the tvrnpike. 
rider. The contract accepted by; ‘ 

it made no mention of repur-| As to the second contention, 


proof that the traveled portion 
of the highway exceeded 30 feet 
is unnecessary. A road may be 
opened and used for its entire 
length and it will not be consid- 
ered vacated in whole or in part 
{though not used on its entire 
| breadth. If the public once ac- 
quires a right to any part of a 
road it cannot be lost by neglig- 
ence of public officers. Encroach- 
> iment on « highway cannot be 
—An encroachment on a high-|j.oajized by lapse of time. The 
way cannot be legalized by! \iniic may resume its rights in 
lapse of time. ia highway at any time disre-| 
ROADS—Where the government, garding any loss to those who 
and the public have for many have encroached on the public 
years recognized a street as, domain. 
used as part of a highway, the 
center line of such street will be 
presumed to be the center line 
of such highway though it may 


chase and states it is the entire 
contract 


Reverse 


REAL PROPERTY — ROADS —, 
MUNICIPAL LAW—The public 
easement for the full width 
of a roadway is not vacated or 
lost merely because it has not 
been used for its entire width| 
as a road. 


The public easement extends 
for 33 feet on either side of the 
center line of Main Street, 
|\Bloomingdale. Defendant’s 
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National Inter-Law School Moot Court 
Competition 


will represent Rutgers in the 
regional argument competing 
against the University of Pen- 
nsylvania, the University of 
Pittsburgh, and Temple Univer- 
sity. 

The subject of this appellate 
competition a fictional case 
concerned with the right of an 
alien ineligible for United States 
citizenship to own real property 
where the State statute so for- 
bids. 

The Rutgers team has submit- 
ted a brief on behalf of the ap- 
pellant, an alien, seeking to re- 
verse the judgment of a lower 
State Court which has ruled that 
the State statute is constitution- 
al. 

The winner of this regional 
argument, to be held in Philadel- 
phia on November 7th and 8th, 
will go to New York City to com- 
pete agailist other law school 
regional winners for the national 
championship. 


Announcement 


is 


Lawrenze E. Keenan and Les- 


lie Walter Finch announce the 
formation of a partnership to be 
known as Keenan and Finch 
with office at 394 Washington 
Avenue, Belleville. Muriel G. 
Finch will be associated with 
the new firm. 
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31 Clinton St., Newark 2, N. J. 
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not coincide with an ancient) jy iqing encroaches on the pub- 
survey center line of the high- ji. riont of way and must be 
Manat removed. 
Digested from an opinion by} 

Grimshaw, J.S.C. rendered Oct.| 

28. 1952. Chancery Div. Bd. of| 


Cimorelli et als.! 
Peter Hofstra. For, 
Colombo Cammar- | 
Houman &, 


Freehold 
For plaintiff 
defendan 

ano and Slingland, 


Bernstei 


Thirty years of experience in ALL TRENTON SERVICES 
including: 

S1pericr and U. 8. District Court judgment searchinz. 
Corporate Status, including Tax information. 

nuerior (Chancery) and United States District Cours 
| Abstracts and information. 
| W. CCE McKEEBY ASSOCIATES 
Tel. MArket 3-4232 Newark 2, N. +. 
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Plaintiff seeks a mandatory in- 
junction requiring defendants to 24 Branford Place 
remove a ion of the building 
which lleged encroaches 
on the iohw -ommonly 
known the Paterson-Ham- 
burgh Turrpike 

The turnpike was constructed CERTIFIED SHORTHAND AND 
early in the 1800’s pursuant to a 605 Broad Street, 
legislativ rant to the ‘“Pater-| MArket 2-3240 
son-Hambvreh Turnpike Com- 


Governor appointed 
» laid out the turn- 


pany”. Th 
surveyors 


pike and made a retvrn detailing 
the surv the center line of 
'the proposed road. The statute uid New York. 
authorizing the turnpike requir- 


paved to a 
the center. 


be 
in 


ed that it should 
|width of 20 feet 


MO mT 


ROBERTS, WALSH & COMPANY 


Large Air Conditioned Deposition Suite Available 


Uur reputation for accuracy and expeditious delivery 
is well known among the legal profession in New Jersey 
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| This was later reduced to 18 | sae 

|feet. Actually the proofs indicate |} k 

lthat the road was paved to ai 

| width of 30 feet. The legislative | | 

|charter gave to the Turnpike|}} TRIPLE PROTECTION 

| Company an easement of 66 feet |} 

'for the benefit of the public and | | i 

this right of way extending og | ... Loss of Income i 

ithe full length of the easement. |f} i 
By Chap. 194 of laws of 1860 | | * Professional Disability Plan— ‘ 

|the Charter of the Turnpike jj} $400,000.00 paid in claims 

| Company was revoked and the | jj to attorneys 

{turnpike became a public road. | 

It was adopted as a county road | 


'in 1888 by the County of Passaic. | . .. Loss of Life 


| The part of the road here in-/|f} 7 
eased ‘runs through Blooming-|f; * Group Life Plan— 
dale. In that Borough the turn-|f 

pike is known as Main Street. It 
‘is paved to a width of 30 feet. 
The building 


i 

| 
of defendants 

stands close to the border of the/}} 
paved section and allegedly en- 
{ 

! 

1 


... Liability 


croaches 10 on-the highway 
right of way. 

Defendants argue that plain-|/f§ 
tiff has failed to establish the|/}: 


reet 





te NON-CANCELLABLE 





center line of main street as the 

center lit the Pabasont ae and | The only Group Plans approved Ly th< 

ea , there is no proof f New Jersey State Bar Association 

that the traveled portion of the y 

highway ever exceeded 30 feet. |1! = 

| Held: After a lapse of 146 ‘ JOHN A, COUCH, JR., & COMPAN; 

years the courses as shown on i: 1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD 

the survey will not coincide ex-|}! ‘ 
actly with the compass readings |f' NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY J 


at the present time. However, 
the proof is that for over 58 years 
Main street has been known and 
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for attorneys and their employees 
$108,000.00 paid in claims 


Protective Insurance— 
against professional errozs 











Sr 





3-3086 











NEW JERSEY 


LAW Bx aeninnc THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 1952 


N. J. L. J. Index Page 3 














Page Four 








a ‘ 
t ‘ 


New Jersey Law Jonrsial 
rir IJvr SPY wal Himtriual 
ALFRED C. CLAPP, Editor 
ASSOCCIA'1E . EDITORS 

Samuel Allcorn, Jr. Ward J. Herbert 
Milton B. Conford Leon S. Milmed 
Marshall Crowley William P. Reiss 
Harold H. Fisher Morris M. Schnitzer 
Richard F. Green Clark Crane Vogel 
Israel B. Greene Joseph Weintraub 
Joseph Harrison 





Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor 
Published every Thursday by the 
NEW RSEY LAW JOURNAL PUBLISHING CO. 
24 Edison Place, Newark 2, N.J 
Mltchell 2-0075 
Aaron Skinder, Publisher 
Subscription Rate 
One Year - - - $7.50 
Entered as Second Class Matter, Seaiets 24, 1934, at the Post Offece 


Newark, N. J., under the Act of March 3. 187 


THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 





_ 1952 





Contingent Fees in New York City 


Not long ago a committee was created to study for the several 


New York City Bar Associations, the problem of contingent fees 
This move resulted from the opinion of the Appellate Division, 
First Department, in Buckely v. Surface Transportation Corp., 
277 App. Div. 224, 98 N.Y.S. (2d) 576, where the unanimous court 
said: 
“This case has drawn to our attention what appears to be 
a growin: practice of attorneys in personal injury actions 
requiring retainers of 50% from their clients irrespective ot 
the services involved. We think the time has come in the 
interest of the profession as well as those it serves, to ex- 
press our disapproval of that practice. 
“We do not mean to suggest that there may not be exception- 


cireum- 
appropriate- 
will 


where by reason of appeals, retrial or other 
the compensation of the attorney might 
Such 


al cases 
stances 











ly come to as much as 50% of the recovery cases 
be few. Any practice of arbitrarily charging 50° of the re- 
covery, regardless of trial or settlement of the nature or 
amount of services entailed or of the recovery obtained, can 
hardly be justified professionally or socially. We recognize the 
practical necessity and desirability of contingent fee arrange- 
ments and think it proper that the tee be larger than 
would be if assured, but after due allowance is made for the 
contingent feature, it is neither fair nor proper to place all 
cases on an absolute 50% basis, without allowing for other 
contingencies which should enter into the fixh of a fee, 
such as the nature and amount of the services rendered and 
the amount of the recovery. 

his subject has given the court concern f some time. We 
have taken the occasion to express our views with the hope 
that the members of the bar will of their own volition and in 


retainer establish more 
irrangements.” 


has now been 


on revise the practice to 
contingent fee 


the committee 


coopera 
equitable 
The report of published. It should 





have interest for lawyers everywhere, since it deals with a common 
problem. The major conclusion was that 4 contingent fee in a 
inji be no higher than 35 that in the 


persona i] 







presence stances, se gsieie~ substantial additional 
work, su ran appeal, a higher percentage should 
be all approval of the court based on a find- 


ing that 

















1 nees exist 

In recommending a maximum contingent fee of 35% the com- 
mittee con red and rejected, because too complicated to be 
practical, s g scales based upon the amount of recovery and 
the stage at which case is ended. Consideration was also given 
to the trea expenses incurred to prosecute the claim, and 
it was concluded that they should be deducted from the total 
recovered before calculating the fee. In this way, only the net 
benefit from th e to the client will bear a percentage con- 
tingent fee. dos} bills. medical bills and other expenses relat- 
ing to the treatment of the plaintiff's injuries are not however to 
be classed as expen of the case and should have no bearing 

upon the calculatic the fee. 
After ref n oa printed law biank sold in New York pro- 
o0 fee, the committee suggested a modified form 


viding 


of fee 





as follows: 

services rendered 
to pay h 
may 











rendered 
authoriz- 
h_ hand, 


and to be 
and he 
come into 


agree 
moneys that 





any 


Ua 


t of all net sums received or recovered by me by 
otherwise by reason of the above claim, to- 
advanced by h for the reasonable ex- 


ums 





of the prosecution of the claim. In fixing the net sum on 
g percentage is to be computed, all reasonable 
prosecution of the claim shall first be deducted 
received or recovered as aforesaid. In the event 
cumstances (such as, for example, retrial or appeal) 
amount of work required of my said attorney in 
ution of the said claim, an additional percentage may 
i by my attorney subject to the approval of the court 
e case was prosecuted or of court of competent 
but in no event shall the total compensation exceed 
of the net sums received or recovered as aforesaid.” 
report of the New York committee may well lead to the 
do -ve have a similar problem in New Jersey? Are there 
any parts this State in which there has developed anything 
approaching a general practice of specifying a flat 50% fee in 
contingent cases? Let us hope these questions can be answered in 
the negative. gp a high fee in all cases, in the words of the 
New York Court, “can hardly be justified professional! ly or social- 
ly”. If there is any doubt about existing practice in New Jersey 
being on a more reasonable level than the practice which has 
grown up in New York City, then the subject of contingent fees 
would appear to be one which local Bar Associations and perhaps 
the State Bar Association, might study with care with the idea 
of recommending changes appropriate for New Jersey. 







This 
question, 


of 


U. $. District Court Rules 


lavalidates Part of 
Wisconsin Motorist 


j 
a (Continued from page 1) Responsibility Act 

for insufmciency or other cause —_— 
‘shall be made to the court on Judge Says State Can't 

notice to the opposing party or Ask Security elie 

parties ee 

Rule 10 has been amended to|__ MILAWUKEE (AC CN)—A sec- 

lread as 'ollows: {tion of Wisconsin’s motorists’ fi- 
ee = . , ama |nancial responsibility law was 
| MOTIONS AND ARGUMENTS ruled unconstitutional in a de- 


Applications for orders to shOW | ¢jcign handed down in Milwau- 
, Sause, and for consent and €X/kee by District Judge John S. 
parte orders shall be made by | Barry. 
leaving tiie proposed orders and} The law provides for suspen- 
SUPPOTUENS POPECs Ws h the clerk, | ion by the state motor vehicle 
who shali deliver each applica-| depart ment of the driver’s li- 
ftion to the jud: whom the} : ; va 
“ ve ys a |censes of motorists involved in 
-ase as been assigned. : ae - 
, siaeio nite |accidents who fail to deposit 
An application for a pretin’: | security or are unable through 
nary injunction, the appoint-/ insurance to demonstrate their 
ment of a receiver or a writ Of} apility to settle damages arising 
habeas corpus may be made at] out of the accident 
any time to the judge to whom, Judge Barry ruled that the 
. case has en ascsione e if Sarr) 1 thé 
the case has been assigned. |state motor vehicle department 
| Appilcations for orders other| does not have the right to esti- 
han thos specified in the pre-) mate the damages incurred by a 
ceding paragraphs of this rule ;motorist involved in an accident 
such as motions addressed t0/ before the damages are decided 
pleadings ‘Rule 12, Federal Rules| py « court of law 
of Civil Procedure), motions for} H further held that the law 
S12) 7)? 4 ] 10) » ] > 56 | : ee . - se 
eerreaenr ei ‘ acemen* Naja ai “opens up a field for petty black- 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure) mail on ‘] part of pe rsons who | 
: . / Mal Way 8 ar I rs s 
and other contested applications | 10 v6 no just cause of action to 
shail be made on a regular argu- |" ; Se ae 
aa i >" |demand payment for releases so 
ment day he judge to whom],,., , : ae : | 
Ke f that the prospective defendant 
he case has been assigned. git not be sued.” 
cept during vacation periods of| — He alas aad that sad pail ieee: 
the court the r gular argument fairivy favors private insurance 
days are y” Newark, the second corporations” through its pre 
a MGT pis ; (ae rporatlons { Oug S Ss- 
ee . - mday of each sure upon drivers to purchase 
month: sor Trenton, the first liability bsaceveiens z 
and . ee te aust adulty lmsurance. 
ss a ; agi d sevenge os . Judge Barry's decision acquit- 
month: a for amaen, ; 1D 1 “ec } : . 
first and third Friday pie . + ted Fran’: E. Stehlek of Milwau- 
we eae gael li sural cain 1 kee cn a charge of failure to re- 
See hence ton Wit €iturn his driver’s Heense after 
considéred unless the moving! ., was suspended by the state 
apers, accompanied by a brief wotor vehicle department wi 
prepared in accordance’ with " Stehlek’s ae or- 
General Rule 11 and proof or ac-' 4.4 . ee RP ya aie ae 
dered after his auto- 


suspended 


knowledement of service of both } , ; : 
na hstnd anit Aik wae aad _ mobile struck a pedestrian Oct 
e brief and the moving parersS| 5, j9- ’ = 
ate ' ' > 26, 1951, ‘n Milwaukee. The de- 
ON opposing counsel are recelved ae : 4 
RERRG A ae epee z partment learned from a_ phy- 
at the clerk’s office of the place... ,, +h ae ; 
elves ae ; : . siclan that the medical expenses 
of allocation of the case at least of the init i person would ) 
: a rune myureqa erson ; ap- 
15 days vrior the date set for - i < : 2 al 
eS. gases proxima $800. When Stehlek 
argument. No argument in Op- jJi¢ d to show f of fi 
: ; : 2 aes rertused snow proo af an- 
position to the application will be Sera _— 


cial resycnsibility in that 

































considered unless an answeri x ; 9 
ear ee ; uneun department sus- 
Driel, with proof or acknowledg- an : dt 
; pel refused to 
ment of service thereof on op- <.. ye 
i ; : r 1 a war- 
posing counsel is received at the |... y 
c'erk’s office at the place of al- — , ya 
ER ieee Sains hat the 
tio f the case at least 5 >a DI 
t sets uD : rae 
iS pri to the date set for settles ee 
i ee prospec- 
rgum Immediately on re-',;... 3.4 : . 
4 S . tive aetre i p sure- 
ceipt of briefs, the clerk shall ,..: .. ¢ hoa za 
“Ae eg ; Vv in advance of a suit for dam- 
deliver them to the judge to TS : ; * 
CES ee vges. Such oceeding, he said, 
whom the case has been assign- : } + of } 
ed vas much lik writ of attach- 
T aia ment and gave to an administra- 
he court will convene at 10 00 tive offi . the motor vehicle 
a.m. on argument days. When- eammi: 1e! he right to de- 
ever a re ctiay argument day cide ct:v judic matter 
fe . + 1 in » + arate wte 2 Mg 7 
falls on a holiday, the arguments > hat such proceed- 
will be heard = the following 2 Judge Barry stated: 
day except in Camden where not provide for any 
they will te at on the pre- dvance and does not 
ceding day jant an oppor- 
If an argument is noticed for 
any nit other than a regular s up a field for petty 
argument Cay, it will be treated blackm: the part of parties 
as a nullity unless such date has who have just cause of action 
been fixed by the court. to demand payment for releases 
An application for any order so that the prospective defend- 
in any matter in the Newark vi- ant may not be sued 
cinage which has not yet been “It is ( view that the statute 
assigned to a judge shall be made _ unfairly favors private insurance 
to the chief judge. or in his ab-| cor; that it seeks to 








make it 








sence to the senior judge pre- pel individuals. wh 
sent. | to comply with all the 
I the road. to purchase 
Par. C of General Rule 11 en-_ liability insurance for which they 


neea 


[us Statutes 


u 


titled “BRIEFS AND TRIAL 
MEMORANDA" has been amend- 


oO 


mer 


expect to have n 
‘We have nu 





ed to read as follows: which amply provide protection 

“Counsel for each party shall for persons having just causes 
deliver to the judge to whom of action against owners of mo- 
the case is assigned. unless he ‘or vehic'ers who have negligent- 
orders otherwise, a trial memor-,ly caused damage and against 
andum pvepared in accordance drivers who have violated the 
With the foregoing provisions of rules of the road. but all of such 
the rule. The trial memorandum | instances are accompanied by a 
of plaintiff must be delivered 10 \requirement that there be a 
days after the date of the pre-|conviction or a finding of neg- 
trial conference and the trial)ligence in a court cf npetent 
memoranaum of defendant 5, jurisdiction. We see no benefit 


this statute over 
the aforementioned 


days thereafter. A copy of each! whatever in 
trial memcrandum shall be serv-;and above 
ed upon opposing counsel forth-| provisions. 

with.” “The reports of the motor ve- 

| hicle department indicate that a 

What vou are far outstrips | very large part of the time and 

what you have.—Clara Palmer in) energy of that department is de- 


Weekly Unity. | voted. to the attempted enforce- 
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Settiements at Essex Bor 9. 
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“Settlements” will be 


ject of an address by A 
ier of the New York 
the regular monthly 


of the Essex County Bar 
ticn at tne Robert Tre 
on November 17th. The 
will be preceded by dinns 


and Ward J. Herbert, 
of the asscciation will 

Mr. Cutler is the a 
“Instant Case Quotes” 
sful Trial Tactics” and 
ments.” He is one of th 


negligence trial lawvers 
York City. 

Mr. Cutler has in 
been a lecturer at scessi 
ducted by the Practicing 
Stitute. He was respon 
the article ‘Inadequa 
School Training”, in th 
1951 issue of the Amer 
Association Journal. Hé 
retary to the Law Refor 
mittee of the New York 
Lawyers Association 
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The 1951 Annual §S 
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distribution. has been 
to the late Robert P. E 
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published the Survey 
since 1942. This year’ 
honors Judge Patterson 
in an airplane crash on 
22, 1952. “in recogniti 
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try in peace and war 
marily dedicated to th 
who has made the grea 
tribution tc the law d 
year, the 1951 edition is 
to honor one deceased 

The Annual Survey 
can Law contains the 
view of court decisions 


cases, and comment, 
under the editorial dir 
Professor William Tuck 
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during 1951 through 5 
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Law and other legal ex 
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New Brunswick. Alan 

stein, a Newark attor 
speak on “The Proposec 
in the Adoption Law 

Terner, a West Orange 
will speak on “The 

Changes and Their Me 
The Adontive Parent 
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in the adoption and 
fields, will discuss the 
and their meaning tot 
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ent. 
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, ATTORNEY'S EXAM his death and the accumulated 
Sa income and principal were to be 
Bar Continued from page 1) mailed it to its local agent, D,|paid as might by will direct; 
On Nov. 22, 1935. for delivery. On Jan. 7,D learned | and that, if he failed so to di- 
NOV. 22, , that M was ill, but without fur-|rect, they were to be paid to his 
red a will leaving all h ther investigation made a casual] neirs at there was any 
his wife, W, and inquiry of M’s business associate] real esta the fund, and to 
it she should predecease 4. tq M's health and was paid|his next 9i kin, as determined by 
wees TS property Was 50 P85 the premium. |N. J. law 
Bn aad ng ae q The policy contained the usual] In 1951, Dill brought an action 
iii — = ; provision that the insurance | to revok the trust In an ai- 
nga. ill then provided: “I fur should not be in effect _unless, sage in ort of his motion 
ME tate that my s e w. at the time of issue, the insured for sumn idgment, he stat- 
iI ereby make tal wills WS in gs rd health. The com- | ed that was influenced in 
Dl desor of each other. with the Pamy denied liability and tend- establishit the trust by mem~- 
— anding and upon con- ered a return of the premium bers of amily because of 
hat neither of us will re- ceived. M’s executor brought} his tem} inability to man- 
wills by lay Suit against the company age his affairs; that he had over- 
a. sade and executed ¥ Decide the case come tha bility and was mar- 
Nui ia of gaia ran 5. (a) Gord gave Finley his ried and d 2 children; and 
q etnias wiley a as (Gordon's) promissory note for that he gaged in his _— 
asi. consent of the other.” $3,000 dated April 1, 1952, and business a1 dire financial 
oY ps h written consent was Payable to the order of Finley circumsta At hat | time, 
ID- inod by H from W < ne Months after date. Prior to ma-, ther: his real estate mM the 
lOYR 4. ae ca . turity the instrument was in- trust. Wh uuld the Court do? 
; © di A takai on Dec 950. dorsed in blank successively by a. The stock of Savers 
ar j 1a) 15. 1951. H dulv execut- Finley, Hughes, Lynch and Jack- Bank of fi N. J., was held 
SU sc: licil revokine the provis- Son. On July 1, 1952, White, who} by 50 sto lers, each owning 
oe his will mentioned in had purchased the note from/ 100 share par value of $100 
: first end second paragraphs Jackson, presented it to Gordon each. 40 St a ae 
e By this codicil. H devised for payment, but Gordon failed, Ject to ax of $1 pe! 
realty to his niece N. be-|to pay it. Thereupon, White gave share, b remaining 10 
shed $5,000 in cash to her, due notice of dishonor to all stockholder vere exempt from 
f left the residue of his estate Prior parties. On July 3, 1952, ee Yes : 
brothers, B and C Hughes paid White the amount The dir of the bank vot- 
ion Mar. 10. 1952. and of the note, and White handed €a to pay on the shares 
and codicil were admitt-'the note back to Hughes. Whom of the 40 Kholaers who were 
srobate. His wife’s will, may Hughes hold on the note? jliable for the tax and, in due 
nich oniained provisions simi-, ‘b) In the same case, Suppose | Course, p he same on_thefr 
- to those contained in H’s that, on July 4, 1952, Hughes had behalf o he bank's funds. 
nal will, was in the hands! struck out his own prior in-| This pay mounted to $4,- 
Et executor named there- dorsement and all indorsements 000. ; 
but he had never offered it Subsequent thereto and then in-| The remaini 10 stockholders 
-probate because she no long-. dorsed the note for value to Car- who wer ble for the tax 
owned any property at her son. Whem could Carson hold then demanded that the bank 
th i on the note? pay them personally, in cash, 
5 Do § ind T have any its 6. In 1936, Henry Dill created the amount which would have 
dae H's estate? an irrevocable trust and trans-| been paid them by the bank 
~t On Dec. 30, 1951, M applied ferred $80 000 in securities to the if they h sd been li ible for the 
stoamge insurance on his life in the Sentinel Bank of Clay N.J., as, tax, i. e., the sum of $100 each. 
; mz of $25,000. On tl same trustee. The trust instrument|Are they entitled to such pay- 
J M was examined by the com-' provided that the income was/Ments? 
ny's physician. The following payable to Dill for life and that. 8. (al MN and O were part- 
sinc, M was suddenly strick- in the event of his extreme need | hers dealin tn irchase and 
with an attack of coronary for financi al assistance, the trus-|Sale of corp te securities. On 
er mbosis. M was confined to tee in its discretion might dis-|Sept. 20, 1950, O sold $10,000 
vs duntil Jan. 14, 1952, a n he burse to him, from time to time,; Worth of the bonds of X Corp- 
Bs. Without knowledge of M’s portions of the corpus of the) 9ra‘tion P in making the 
iedimmccition, the company issued trust. It further provided that purchase, va materially in- 
‘™m: policy on Jan. 6, 1952 and the trust was to terminate e upon fluenced by the following paper 
et : = ats given to P by O 
aS ee “We hi Suarantee the 
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payment 


ten $1,000 bonds 


if x. Cory on due July 1, 
1952, this old by us to P. 
| Dated Sept. 20. 1950. 

(Signed MI, N and O 
By 0,” 

X Corporation defaulted in 
payment ¢ 1e bonds, which 

urned out vorthless. As- 
sume tha é N never con- 
sented to o tified O’s act. Are 
M and WN 1 Je to P for the 
amount of P 

(b) In e€ sa ase, Suppose 

hat, at ! P purchased 
the bonds, O had given P the 
following ing 

“We hereby tate that we 
would not ate to guarantee 
the payment of the ten $1,000 
bonds of X Corporation this day 
sold by is Tt P 
Dated Sept. 20, 1950 

Signed) M, N and O 
By O.” 

If all th her facts were the 
same, wou.d M and N be liable 
to P for the amount of P’s loss? 

9. (a) S owned a house in Hope, 

J, On 10, 1952, he auth- 
Orized A, az estate broker, to 
sell it for $15,000, and agreed in 
writing, to pay A a commission 
of $1,000 for effecting a sale 
thereof 

On Jan. 20, 1952, knowing that 


j 


| 








P was interested in 


it is $200 a 





buying realty 





as an investm A offered the 
house to P for $15,000. At the 
time of his conversation with 
P in this connection. A said to 
P, “That house is worth at least 
$20,600, and the rent ceiling for 


month.” At that time, 
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Clark Boardman Co., Ltd 


} Park Place, New York, N. Y 
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Ribaltenabies “a Liabilities | Under Group Lite 
Insurance Policies Considered 





The Appellate Division recent- not a nination of employ- 
ly had onan to construe a ment” within the meaning of 
eromp life insurance policy is- that term in the policy; that no- 
sued to an employer covering its tice of termination of employ- 


ment by the employer to the em- 
ployee or vice versa is necessary 
to accomplish termination; that 
the employer is not the insurer’s 
agent in deducting and making 
premium payments to the in- 
that vacation pay and 


employees under which the em- 
ployees contributed to the prem- 
iums by deductions from their 
salaries. The matter came before 
the court in an action to recover 
the policy proceeds for an em- 


ployee who had died after being surer: 





laid off and whose policy had severance pay may constitute 
been lapsed for non payment of;“wages”; that the employer’s 
premium and because of alleged failure to pay the premium may 
termination of empleyment. The} terminate the insurance where 
suit joined the employer as a de-| the policy so provides; that the 
fendant clleging that the em-j| policy may be terminated or 
ployer was derelict in not de-} lapsed without notice by the in- 
ducting and paying the prem-jsurer to the insured in the ab- 
iums. sence of such requirement in 
Among the court’s several rul-| the policy or by statute; and that 
ings were that the lavoff was the employer may be liable for 
: | failure to give notice to the em- 

A did not know the amount of | Ployee or his beneficiary of the 
the rent ceiling, which was, in|termination of premium pay- 


ments by the employer. Keane v. 
|Aetna et al. Opinion by Judge 
Schettino. A 241-51. 


fact $100 a month. The house was 
worth $15,000. 

On Feb. 20, 1952, the house} 
was conveyed to P by S, who was! 
unaware of the misrepresenta- 
tions which A had made to P. | 

When P learned the true facts, | 
he instituted a suit against S 
to rescind ihe transaction. Judeg- | 
ment for whom? 

(b) Before the 





Freedom 
From 
Worry 


above mention- 


ed suit was terminated, A sued | 
S for a commission of $1,000. | 
Judgment for whom? | You as an attorney cannot ren- 
10. Draw a complaint in a/] der your best services without s 
suit for malicious prosecution. | clear mind. 
You supply the facts. | 
1. On Feb. 1, 1950, X borrow- | The worry of possible claims 


ed $5,000 from B bank, due April | 


| for negligent acts, errors or omis- 
®. The} 


1, 1950, with interest at 5° |] sions in professional services ren- 
debt was not paid on the due} Souk sate: clade cued ie 
date, and X% applied to the Bank| ts pM 

for a 3 months’ extension of|]| eliminated by the complete pro- 
payment of the original indebt- |] tection afforded by our Lawyer’s 
edness of $5,000 plus an addi-|] protective Policy. 

tional loan of $5,000. The Bank 


Why not call our office now for 
particulars — Mitchell 2-2965. 


~ FRED W. ANDRES 


agreed to X’s requests upon con- | 
dition that G guarantee payment | 
of both loans. 

On April 1, 1950, the Bank, X 


and G entered into a written 
agreement as follows: (1) The COMPANY 
Bank agreed to lend an addi-| 1180 Raymond Boulevard 


Newark 2, N.J. 
e 6, Col. 1) 


ag 
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tional $5,600 to X, 
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was also state 
> with 5° int 


on July 1, 1950, 


ment of X’s indebtec 
Ban! 


k. 
induced the 
an additional 


he additicnal $5 


Ital indebtedne 


rest, on July 1, 
the original indebtedness of $5,- 





ATTORNEY'S EXAM tt 


(Continued from page 5) 12. (a) In 1942, X purchased rlginally enacted in 1864, and To N. A.W. L. 
a home in Audubon, N. J., 


due, 


d to 


erest; 
ed to make payment of $10,- 
vith interest 
5%; (3) G guaranteed pay- 
iness to the 


3ank 


$7.000 
00, 


ss of 


1950, when <7 


. 








with 5% ¢$8 000. In 1951, X sold the 
erty to 


be pay- 
(2)) & 


to lend 
instead 
making 
$12,000, 


heme in Asbury Park, N. 
$30,000. In 1951, S sold the 









































1951, X pwchased another home! Mission ot the act charged as a idson 
nas oY le nr Te and > efe Corl lurscaret ( » 
from Z for $15.000 and took im- Crime is proven, and the defense at their convent in San Fr 


portion, if any, of X’s profit of insanity of the defendant, the ; GROVES, J in EF 
$7,000 on the sale of the 
house, is subject to federal! 
come tax for the year 19517? 

(b) In 1942, S purchased a (b) Z brcught a habeas corpus bert Jaffe, formerly with the pew 


J 


Prop-' Court seeking release from a of Price Stabilization, announce , 
erty, Which was then in need Of Michigan state prison where he their return to active practice < Va 
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Supreme Court, D questioned the 
validity of an Oregon statute, 





Miss Lewis Delegate Bankruptcies 





VNtrbulit HIT Marve 

a the ¢ ‘y ha +rjiaql ; > + \y West New York i 
Tor _— ee d by Re ggg Rag “4 Miss Grace ‘R Lewis, Newark issets S350: refr. W : : 
prop- 1e jury 1 S 1902 trial, whic lawyer, was elected New Jersey iviriiie Vsti 


for $15,000. Later in| provides that “when the com- State De'ezate by The Nati New York : 1 EX, 


ate National \ ; ; 
Association of Women Lawyers _,,,)i%ivsen & De Fa : 


heir convention ran- E. ue $22 


o 
’ 
hc cingiy iors ahi 


mediate pcssession thereof. What Sought to Le established is the ,;. Sai eae 


Cisco. GA k: 10-28 


first Same must be proven beyond a A kets. B70 
nr: : sic eaaet nnouncement x : 
in- | reasonable doubt.” Is this statute KIVITZ. Ma 


nN L/ I 4 


id? 9 ; > eset 
lid: Edward 4. Kopper and S. Her- =. Weeans & 


for proceediny in a U. S. District, United States Gcvernment office \ al Sr pal 
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c ve . A ocean eas rt eyo Se . z : xt 
_— Sy tata aac cen cc ae substantiai repairs, to P for $15,-| was servine a life sentence for under the firm name yf Kopper ; 
none Oi while as < A > ~nlat oO j ’ 1e is | i : : & sail : 
1 oe X is now baiaiinaiiat 000. In calculating his income murder. He alleged that Michigan & Jaffe with offices at 284 Am- LUBE A 
LOY Alls L. = i ‘ a7 + “$3 if nw ‘ " o4 : : ’ r r 
fo manatee tl Bank sued G ‘#X for 1951, what portion, if any, | police officers had forcibly seized’ boy Avenue, Woodbridze, New | | 
reupo the ank sue I oe r Oye “ae aes, at : $18.9 : 
pean ei ‘ nae _<| oe Oe of $15,000 may S treat) him in Illinois, and, without any Jersey : 
Mone for $29,960 plus accrued in- | a Bee eatery ho ener in I ie any ; Ja 
tere ¥ G filed an answer denying | °° 2 Capital loss? extradition proceeding, had t 
‘re SICA ¢ AllISWe kL ~ z 1 ‘ mre A ) 7 ae ” ‘ “Ee ‘A < < eS 
1 liabilit id setting up the oh te see, + purchased 2) taken him: against iis. will. 60 payment il] taxes and admin 7 
a 1a lity ana s He t i home in Orange. N.J.. for $20 000 Michigar vhere he was tried payme Nt QO. aii tad ana lt at . G 
aeroyce B. ng t yet sued In March, 1951, L sold the prop-| over his cbiection and convicted, S™2Uon expenses. Fe aan a 
a) ¢f , yk ) n 1 ie a @ | e ‘ " 41 ‘ ," Thy . bition £ a Seal . . 
(a) the Bank had not yt rty to M tor $40,000. Later in the; x o¢jaimed that the trial and (a) Who is entitled to the real & 
xX; ame 1 t pure e n-!. +3 ee cme enews estate? 
(b) there was no consideration *22" month, L purchas d ¢** 1 conviction under such circum-  ©S%& LEGAL NOTICES - 
‘ante ao oo ' the other home from N for $35,000 tances were in violation of the io W is entitled to the i nase : 
for G ruaranly so far as 1e i a te , 3 : 2 it . AL aUs \ SUPERIOR COURT o —s 
se oll . ot ; on if $5,000 and took immediate possession | qye process clause of the 14th money? HANCERY DIVISION h 
on eee ee thereof. What portion, if any, Of amendment and of the Federal 17 Ww eee ae NOTICE OF. Me : 
Was concerned, : 2 ss a 1's profit on the sale of tho firs Kidnapin. Act. Is his contention 17. H and W are Husband and vs I’ AM I , * 
(c) G is not liable because i a -biect to federal i: wife. Befcre May, 1952, H had .,' Hie 
: eee er ge re than $10.- 1yuse 1S Subject to federal 1 valid? . oh ee M Hotel I Iefe 
the Bank lent X more an o1U, come tax for the year 1951? : ; os been staying at the 2 otei | 4 te 
a ] ( ) “PD Gov S- lone nad t ‘2 ~Irre hoard 
000. es 13. On Aue. 2, 1952, P, your Ro RY San oe De here lke ~_ a and had incurred a b ard i 
Rule on each defense ‘lient, shows vou a paper read-| band of W, entered into a writ- pill which he paid. In May, 1952 
ing , ten agreement under seal signed! y was jgined by W. W subse- 
e :, 1959 by H. and W, by which H paid! quently lef: \ 
“Aug. 1 1YO : yuently ie. 
Jacobson & Goldfarb Is } Pp nv ] W $2,000. In consideration there-' and agai: e 
‘ igree to sell to iy home ’ p AMAR a) -—— 
eae Fp Sense cierto ce ES a NS ealaacel i z } 
SPECIAL APPRAISAL SERVICB at #11 Main St., Clay, N. J. for| 10%, W executed : Ha at oe the M Hotel L wil 
4 210 inder seal of her dower right in} met w a: th station, and both : sof BP 
$18.000 * nial ts met at the statlon, an oY 2s 
MORRIS G OL DFARB ee ~»! Plackacre whned by H aloneé,| -a,,> ~}) ‘ith large § 
f sarkogn destitute of Be (Signed) S Ne cam? to ih with a larg eee 
: ~t gyrfinnnre © tel ; located in Clay. N. J. This release quantity ot age, occupying STATE (OF NEW 
ae s 1): ju that he nas made... ;;; . i Ae Pamon ey rae eens eee ae Eat O F 
290 Hobart St., Perth Amboy ; saiseagatecdh ; % 3] an6 that |O! W's dower was duly recorded. the same rooms which they had UR LOTCLT OTE 
am + dieeek a down payment of $1,800; tha On Mar. 1, 1952, H entered) )-eyiously occupied They con- i 
the i consists OF a 2-SLOTY | 5.45 4 writt, agreement With) tinued to iive tl until Aug. 27 \s 
frame dwelling occupied by S./, =: ~ Bo TET in TT Te ee eG ee UE ats : 
lot 75° x 195° and Po Signed by H and P. by which 1959 when H left. W remained : 
A P P R A IS A L S erected. R On" a 401 i x 125 > ©! agreed to sell and P to buy until Ser. 4. 1952. when she ! that 4 
> it VIN ritehen wit} a Uiticli N } IOS Wi Il oil on 
pearnnceaniare te at Kitchen W a 4) Biackacre for $10,000. P refused ett SE tsa seatic a cee eens A 4 
Every Court and Judicial steggsrsh pret germ Piecesnlinae o accept a deed signed by H) oy account of the bill incurred | 2. = 
mee . ; | tric stove: nal ne Niv. contend y that W’s signa- eee foes we Se { 
rribunal, as well as in ee ah a Ne SI ag niy, contending thé Ss signa~' for lodging. H having become 
a screens and netlan odiln as ae —_ nan for , . : } 
Inheritance Matters, our : : : ure was necessary. H sued P for jncolyent. the M Hotel seized the Dc 
: each window: that in REE ERIE ; : Ben nee ; ' 
appraisals are accepted. € ~ a specific performance trunks of W. W claimed that it 
l i \ 1 , Se = 
For more than half a cen- etieeiiines wae Decide the cas« the hotel had no right to hold 
I lV ros o . i oh ae trial the « leavaa es K 
tury our own records are hee ; On Feb. 1. 1952. L. 1 vy | her Ul! At the trial he ' 
‘ 1 1aQ (Db) n Feb. 1, 195 4, LeSSOr, ete ale es 
; P . : re = : manager of the {otel admitt- 
i ataacsaas he ana S oral’y) executed a written lease to E, les- that credit for the lodeing M2, 
e » Was to pav the a “GAS a see RE Co re: a Nat l 1 i101 tf) 4 AS LTS " ; 
{ : Cp ac Va) see, for 9 years covering a fac cna. 1S 1 extended to H. who q 
Louis Schlesinger Company purchase price On| tory building at =1 White St.!po0 co isacced for the rac . j 
D > ‘ IN } x iy he ene oe SaaS ‘ a Nad contracted for the rooms : ; 
901 Broad St., Newark 2, N. J. that © would give} q rental of $300." t 
MArket 2-6500 on Dee. 1, 1952 nee. On May 1, __Is the M Hotel entitled to hold : ‘i 
al 1at iime was of the essence the lease in W’s luggage? é 
_——___—___—— I of the records : 10 wel into) pos- es WX Crass teem : 
s! that on Feb. 1, 1950, S) session for 3 months. Then F, for yy J.. via Y Ex- 
rl urchased trom O'a lot 45" % 229',/ the purpose of avoiding ‘ther press Co. The trunk was not de- “f skepava F 
= “11 Main St 1 Many, N. J.; thal liability for rent under the lease. liyered. Both partles C es angg a Sh odio 
F ~ holds purchase money mcrv- | executed 1 written assignment of j¢ had been lost af x STATE OF NEW 
we 2aze on this property for $6,0°0; | the lease to G. his pauper cou- paid X $50 in “full release en CERTIFICATE OF DIS 
and that J obtained a judgment gin’ G accepted the assignment satisfactio ‘all clolms ; 
against S for $1,000. on May 1,!anq went into possession of the on ino” of the VHEREAS. It appears t fact 4 
949 leased premises. G not having trunk ie ; : s 
Fa) vekee wane Ives Fn vet onent ee ae Pee ee v4 »+ Qn9 ¢ < nent : 
Fromp? and Dependable P asks your advice as to the aid rent for Sept and Oct. 1952, Shortly after th : oe ers 
following matters: L sued E and F for $600. rent — Pee : \PTs 
na deen a 
Til E SE RVICE a’ Is this a binding contract? Decide the case found by } a8 ark. . 
If this transaction is con- FRSA Pe x . ; ; 
: aaa. 4 16 In 1951. Mary Jones, a} °“'* wu “ 
ummated, is P entitled to (1) b : , ; 
Throughout New Jersey dishwasher. (2) the electric) Widow, died in Camden, N.., sued Y in renlevin for the the r ; 
‘ washer, (2) tl smegoiate aac Svbabnell tustcen c : 
CHEI SEA TITLE stove, 3) the screens, (4) the| ‘¢ wing a a will which contained , l he ina 
; the f mwIYy ye risjons: I 
aiden venetian blinds, (5) the rose; the following provisions ‘ide the case ; i oaks 
wy) “AND y real estate and monev : : 
ushes: All my al estate and money b reer : 
and GUARANTY soning : 6s adlaaerdlh nen gui nol ‘ bjs ywwned adjoining \ 
Gi: (ec) If this transaction is con-!are to be divided equally after See mostly of wood : 
S col t mostly wood- - 
summated, must S convey to P;my debts and the expenses of usting mostly Of wood- 
. ‘ : : 9 = : : ae L claimed tha M had cut * z 
free of (1+ the mortgage and (2) mv funeral are paid My automo- fram, hi L's land Shey ; x ; “ ‘ : 
3 <- é oa : ; from his s' land. The} Lins es : : 
the judgement? bile and radio are to go to my cel aun aude ates, tn : AS prox =f : 
. . * o c A surve y i c. v hic |G ae \ TESTIMONY 
(d) If P wants the house, brother John. My diamond rings; (°° °, : pepe See Ree utente ti 
Sea ee : | i : a ,...| dicated that M had cut logs on tt 
Boarcwa'k National Bank Building | would you advise him to pay the|/][ ceive to my cousin, Helen L's prope When the survey this Thit s 
lentic Ci S } ert en the su 
Atlantic City. N. J. balance of the purchase price) Tucker. My piano and other ~ 2 cs peace. 3 
7 : 5 : ioe : qe +, Was made, M went with the sur- tw ¢! 
on Nov. 15, 1952 and obtain pos-} musical instruments are to go to eichies ® the land and sati LLOYD B. MARS 
: OL the Veyor upon the land and satis- Secretary of State 
ae Oc City, Wildwood, | Session on Dec. 1, 1952? mv nephew Joseph Jones, the fied ee : that es Seal inl oan 6. 1. 2 a 
marzcte v wo . ae i 1 himself t he hé OL 1 i Ne PR RIE MN SE oe 
ae onion 14. (a) D was found guilty of} only child of my deceased broth- | ;*~ Suse’ that Ae nad 
Bridgeton Vineland. Mays Landing, Amat ‘ ake Sie : q se 3 sahoiq 4Ogs from L’s property. M there- 
Geos May Coan i T Ri murder in an Oregon state court,/er James. I give my household : Me HES é : , 2 
Cape May Court House, Toms River, siete Lees om ape ail > to my friend, Sally, UPON made a settlement for the E 
Moorestown and Freehold notwithstanding a plea of in-| furniture to my frier ay: | logs with L Gt SE 
: <— : logs with ; 
: —\ sanity. On an appeal to the U. S.| Smith.” There were no other do- LAWYERS ike) A = 














native provisions in the will. Four years later, a new survey 
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ir J a 
Mary's brother, John, was named established that the logs had COMPANY 
7} ] j 





































de concluded 


executor. The will was properly been cut from M’s land. instead 

executed and attested. tied of from L's d. M instituted for COMPLETE : 
Mary's only heirs at law and &2_ctiou in the Salem County [[Vfey-eaep (eq aky- tame: 

Inext of kin were those named| District <ourt to recover the eo xv, = 

in the will sum paid to L in settlement 60 Park PI. © Newars 2, *- ta ; 
At the time of her death, the Decide the case a Ce ’ 0 Be i 

decedent Gwned 3 houses, each)” _ ‘To . ; 

valued at $10,000, and $9,000 in 

cash afte: allowance for the 
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Dated. 6, 1952 SHERIFF'S SALI Dated STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
GEORG t ‘GS ~ 2 ESTATI STA Or JOHN M. J i RE MED Or STAY 
sunt l Sat ae Ce I fhe OF DISSOLUTION 
> R , NEW JERSEY s s se i 
** l \ , S10 SSEX OUNTY t the I bs 
S x . os x x \ s leceased,. n ’ \ % 
: Pe a Mr t s ie : s 
cainst the es said . 
. st fs s s s ey i Sy : ond 
«'¢ RT red uv re vering 
r rh x = t s s er : , 
air t iit ANGELINA JETKO S : “= ; 
: » SAV ~ s ‘ st AN > Hodes & I s, A r : . 
‘ \ ae I s z 
E st ' 7 aes 
7 (het “ N ‘ . 
2 2 2 ‘ | s 
: . erat : STATI 
s - ‘ a * " : 
‘ . he 52 : Ss s oO ’ 
i s s i i 
f t 3 , 1 x ‘ 
s ; S VION i Khe I 
Hf om 1 ting ring : rill S INSTITUTION |} 1 
nal : - PyAVGDD res “ook \ ired 
I ONY I zg N 7 \ "a \ ip 
t SELLA } é : : oyt | LARSH 
uw ss - e — uF ” ‘ = 80 
« -_ 3 Ss 
- » = Sais . : } October 7, 1952 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
_— a as " re , &sral () ‘ RUDMAN Je . LPARTMENT OF STATI 
a 0 sed f CERTIFICATI Ol DISSOLUTION 
“ Dy : WILLIAM HUCK, | x To all t ad Shéde ocesenta mca ouaenh 
‘. - 3 " r ty f Essex ( r 
- 0 application of the |S Fe . WHEREAS pears to my sa ict 
. s deceased, | Essex County € bate Div ; y duly authent 1 record of 
7 ; , x spared elt Pursda 7 the 25th lay | vembe ext DES r the v iry ad sol t 
: ibseribs ! r 2 t ‘ s consent rm 
x ; aims and MARY SATSKY holder leposited im my office, thi 
s said deceased - LILLIAN KATZ $1 749th CORP 
7 lis date, or the) Attorney @ corporatk hia State. wi 
= . \ z 0 fe m prosecuting or =! e St of! g tuated at No. 17 Acad 
te ff | 74 yainst the subscriber NE ' a, ee in the ¢ y Ni k ‘ I 
; : : : Mugust 24. | -ALD PARNELL I ct. 2%. 30, Nov. 6. 13. 20 State of New Jersey ‘ 
ie : t "ARNE! {. Attorneys : ———— being the avent therein 
5 ; ‘ & 60 Par Pi SHERIF yon wih process 
= ; R12 i 2 ; ‘See k 2 . J oP SUPERI r x th req ements 
g . u 4 . 1 a by)! 4) 6. 2 vov. 6, 13 SUPERIOR COURT "W JERSEY Corpora ns, Ge a f Rev | 2 
5 LAW DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY of New Jersey, ! ary to the ng 
‘ 1 Take lers ( t N ¢ 51) f this (Certificate of Dissolution 
a : rppiy Co Orange Trust Company NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
N s Hous . Wasserman and Samuel te of the State of New Do Hereby 
| it , day N 1:00 g aintl va. ‘¢ y iid ee lid on the 
— ; ‘ Johnson, 7 t la On ae 
~ na ¢ wr tt ! ex sted con- 
1): AGLIANO. JR writ of |§ r ting » the m of said 
2 VA \ ‘9 expose | Corporatio exe ted the stock 
~ ) | ] Jersey COURT | holders tt hie sald nsent a es 
. “ ~ IRVING the elgh-| record of the roceedings afore i are now 
1% s Attorney at 1:30 f my said office s provided by law. 
529 8 re nterest IN rESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
Newark \ i. 23 4 of in have tu set my hand and af 
' ; ‘ , oO $5.88 and t 1 parcel of ‘ official seal at Trenton, 
we “ a ynsre silat ert i and and being this Twentieth day f October A. 
> t W JERSEY 7 tl City nty Naw Sea I> ne thousand nine h ired and 
“y — i STATE Jersey fifty-tw 
a R ( SEW JERSEY DISSOLUTION BEGINNING at tl nee form t LLOYD B. MARSH, 
re « rf \ ERSEY 1 resents may come, | the tersect e 7 retary of State 
INSOLE TION North N L.J.-Oct. 23, 30, Nov. 6 $12.80 































4 ‘ by du tl 1 of the proceed- Dated: October 2. 1f 
: 4 REAS. J = ¢ DES jissviution thereof ESTATE OF LIS SCHWARTZ, deceased, 
, ¢ ¢ ‘ = 3 peracid A Sh LT nat t f all the stuck- twenty-nine Pursuant to the order of WILLIAM HUCK, 
tI € Paes nigh thereof , NOlders. ffi that and parat’el | J Surrogat the Count f Kssex, this 
ar inae co hundred feet 1 ’ 
_—— — - ; , rat hose principal forty min KI LE j 
= ‘ } s situa 5 Bloomfield Ave- a eae eret de- 
SA ~ wis eld, County of thene th | cess inder 
; ¢ y 1ence south = i 
B ~ bisse s J. Herber teid rd i mands 
4 . NEW : being 1g thereof, against tl iti 
z Ss Y . p served), has ! be 
09 F ‘ urge Comp ied ements of Title 14 ering 
nal M : As ’ rved) rporat f Revised Statutes ‘ 
: onat Tit ff New Jer 1 ry to the issuing 
Bor & Pie tte Jerse ! t thi ap “ Now rH . the Secretary of SAMUI rAN 
ane : ‘ < Cert t $ t ~ State of the 8 v Jersey, Do Hereby 24 st 
} , P ° VW. THEI OR I. the Secretary of ‘ertify that <i wration did, on the " 2 J 
} 1952 file in my l ' ( N 


Rhy wg ele es + ‘ it 1 on the vice a duiy attested consent 
I C Vend t t ’ RI , 7 i writing 4 tion of said cor 
NEWArK. Of ‘nes ie 18 , sitoured poration, exe , the stockholders 

er text, & . ritir j r- thereof, w nt and the record 
jer of the r ~ said are now on file 
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Dated 
OF JACOB FREDEI 


RICK Sf Hl Db 
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! record ‘ We 
g ws Ale ] REOF, I 
a Ne iv I nd and al- 
4 G . <3 IONY WHERDOE I fixed t ’ n¢ Trenton 
BS h 2 af f A.D., 
s : I 2 —_ , i fifty- er wit t > 
hirteer 4 , , Newark, N. J., Octobe anand 
y ‘ \ LL H JOSEPH A bands 
right ang Sacred t REUBEN W. MASSARSKY ear he 
et 5 oy RSH ie eer y. 6 $16.80 EMANUEL M. EHRDBNKRANZ sly 
wit I rt ’ 2 . — Snt Attorney bi 
southerly at rig gles t $12.3 <1TAT* OF NEW JERSE} L.3.— Ort. 2 ate 6. 13. 1952 $28.14) poy 
\ f t DEPARTMENT OF STATR 207 
’ Phirte hh Aver STATE 0 NEW ERSEY RTI 4 F DISSOLUTION STATE OF NPW JERSE Newark 
4 a ae ratteeee BR heed oe | LL a 2 ro all tf presents may com DEPARTMENT OF STATE L.J.— et 
s he CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Greeting : CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
: . 9 chom there resents may come, WHEREA urs to my satisfactiox to whom these presents may come 
X; \ ( n vy duls ther ecord af the proceed : ~ 
sar re REAS. It anpears to r satisfaction, ‘nes for the r lissolution thereot S 
v wid er + 4 4 vd \ thent ited yr r t procervd- - he nua « er of all the stock rat 
: gs for the volunt <solution thereof ters fice, that Papers 
4 } ya . ’ N¢ ; - nimo 
, s epos i ' ¢ t ‘ woratior ate whose principal wsited in my 
Ne i 135 Bloomfield MOTORS 
s oA d im of this 
.. rf 3 rsey (EI ated 
x ~ " . f € rt 
= 5 } I se 
g ’ Z an t a re . - yet 
. s a ix Tit'e ( ra Sth 
the re nts of Title 14. vised Sta rsey, preliminary P : 
r 8, G sed Statutes to the issuing ite of Dissolu- xt, at ) i l 
¢ + Ne Jers ry 8 S' tie : “y 
g this (¢ ) Paselutlor .OW THEI —. I, the Secretary of ; : of 
sys \ I OR t Ss tary f te of t rsey, Do Hereby B + ; 
- es \ r ky Hereby ert tha « r ation did on the . 
, tt s r i D Dig lay 152. file in my ‘ r sapepe 
g re po t - fice a duly ¢€ te und attested consent ? BE a 
o flice iuly te ‘ i con n writing to the lution of said cor . ssi oy - 
g- sent riting to ¢ solnt f said e t all the stockholders 
> meena stock jers = record & : 
: 7 e record ick a doe on file f 
« ss D 1 off v. - . 
x i IN S mOF, 1) of th led , ~ 
N ST y wW I ave é set m and af ! bas provided by law East t t oy 
: a ae nave ST ages ae CReanton IMONY WHBREOF I feet 4) Northe - with 
g i” i - nton, ‘ s Fie of toher A.D., © set my an¢ an a t s 5, 2 t t 3 
ieee 43 é ee ak Atte ficial seal, at Trent S 4 i 
NS 24 enth f October A.D ‘ NINE 
_30, She a ‘ARSH Si né 1 and fift Ni ‘ 3} ‘ 
I , } Secretary of Ntate N I ' t eings rd 
y f $8 9 LLOYD B. MARSH, ance ¢ t < t 
7 ie z. $12.80: Secretary of State, ata 1 Amos N : 
YR a “ aa: Ee Pees 5.7 Oct. 28. 30. Nov. 6 $12.80 , t ‘ 
0 OF = vEW SE I) s ; ane I ‘ ° 
DIVISION. ES - IENT O STATI | ‘ ( z Dated: October 14. 1952) aes i f vs 
eid aS Wanna , ER OF ISSOLUTION “TO > TY ESTATE OF PETER TAHINOS,. deceased 
ies Shae cleat eA we een Ba Sa agitate may com Pursnant to the order of WILLIAM HUCK, 
4 Net fants P pass onom t may come, Gree Tr.. Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
- P cs “ WHEREAS & this day made. on the application of the 
pe ’ i | xecutor of said deceas- 
te I S f ¢ is rehy ven to the creditors 
due ( i deceased, to exhibit to the sub 
r I VOY Ss ‘ ORPORATION rihe under oath or affirmation. their 
N t principal | « and demands against the estate of 
{ that tr - - s . Av eased witl six months’ from 
ses her ‘ I r they will be forever barred 
Py aspen’ ” g St OooG secuting 1 reeovering the same 
Vow k Fae t u g ‘w ‘ f e subscriber 
1 has JOHN BELLIAS 
at rit 14,, ALEXANDER PERMISON, Attorney 
s ¢ 7 ( Revised Statutes. | 11> Commer Street 
southe : this Certificate Newark 2. N 
wes - at s f ae let 16 30. Nov. 6. 13 
100 eet t NOW TH I Ma 
Chambers 8S 7 t Secretary . . M Dated: October 15, 1952 
NS : rey. D) that s ESTATE OF MICHABI TAK. de 
Vetober, 1952 luly execut Pursuact to the order of WILLIAM HUCK 
S 2 d and att ting to th 'r., Surrozate of the Connty of Essex, th 
é the S ecuted ale n the ar ati of the under 
: h 1 the s : ¢ tice j 
1 by all the khol : Exe re pobre 
s 4-94 ’ . o s th I r e ereditors of saic 
. consent and the record ,),, aa : i « a. the a . a de 
Pa } “ e to the sanbscri 
a a cae lp a R nf Ss provided or affirmation. their clafms and dem 
ig = TALON Y ‘ af t the estate of said deceased 
=. = h \ ‘ STIM rN IN > y WHEREOF, I nths from this date. or they will be 
t H hereto set have hand f r barred from prosecuting or recovering 
Sixt my : ! at 1 the same against the snbscribers 
sts wentis lay : this if r BETTY KPSHENEFF 
Sea 1 ¢ e thousand nine hundred (Sea!) A.D rine d JOSEPH W. JANTAUSCH 
s Jersey, October 2 1952 and fifty-two | anid Josenh W. Jantausch, Attorney 
PH A. BONNET. Sheriff LLOYD B. MARSH, | LLOYD MARSH °4 Commeree 8&t 





ey Secretary of State, Secret te Newark 2. N.J 
v. © $12.80 7..J Nov. 6. 1 g $12.80 | ..3J.—Oct. 23. 30. Nov. 6. 13. 20 L.J.— Oct. 23. 30, Nov. 6, 18 
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Questions and Answers on Unemployment Insurance: 


Essex Pretriais 


Refuses Waitkus' Claim For Workmen's 





i. 2. Es. cs ni Page 3995 























Trenton — Here is another ‘of ability claims. When’ in doubt, 
the employment security ques- ask your employer. 
tion and answer series prepared o 
by the Division of Employment) @- Can disability payments be 
Security, Department of Labor Collected while unemployed due 
and Industry: to a labor dispute? 
Stew we tte ace OO See Senees ee 
claim wren confined to my payable by the State plan sOF Sn) 
‘ disability which begins after a 
home ? Rae ‘ete ¢ 
; plant is shut down because of a 
A. A relative, friend or neigh- jabor dispute, but if the disability 
bor can procure a blank from continues after the plant re- 
your emvloyer or the local em- opens payments may be made. 
ployment office, or phone OF Zoenefits are also payable for dis- 
write to the State Plan Disability abilities which began before the 
Insurance, 20 West Front Street, plant shut down because of a 
Trenton, N.J and ask for @ japor dispute and will continue 
claim. without -egard to the period of 
Q. How do I know whether to shut down because of the labor 
file a claim with my employer or dispute. 
With the State Plan Insurance Q. I operate a staurant a 
Service? the sho:ie and am closed six 
A. Every employer is required months a year. How am I expect- 
to have a notice posted notifying ed to return requests for wages 
the employees how to file dis- within seven days, as I un 
stand is 2oing to be the situation 
| after January 1, 1953? 
NORMAN N. POPPER Seinen 
REGISTERED PATENT ee ee 
ATTORNEY ee al rr eme ie Packet 
\7 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. sank erates v se aie oie 
Mitchell 2-1406 of each of your employees for the 
eee eee Se ee ae preceding 52 weeks. You should 
ales at: write to the Chief of Contribu 
tors Service, Division of Employ- 
LICENSED BONDED} nent Security, Trenton, NJ., t 
e 1 
Hanus Detective Agency masxe the necessary irrang 
ments 
DIVORCE SPECIALIST 
Elizabeth 2-3359, 2151 Q. I operate a farm and 
1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, | several people working fol 
Elizabeth, N. J. Principal Now I know that. agricultur 
— labor is not covered by the 
employm Compensation 
Temporary Disabilitv laws, but 
I'd like to protect my workers 
igainst employment and ill- 
ness. Can > Bureau of Employ- 
nen: Sec ners do anvthing about 
A. Yes. You may apply Io! 
overage under e law. If the 
director approves your applica-| 
tion ‘e are no objections 
Penton r ial proportion of 
employees, you will become 
t » the law and your 
vorkers will be covered. 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 10, 1952 Compensation 
R.J.H F.C. VJ. a 
iat we A on ai A Pennsylvania common pleas shot by a deranged 
7 2 : ° ° ° 
, : court judge ruled that Eddie Chicago in 1949. 
1310C 1312S 1313 1315C 
Taitkiie illiac’ acah: ave 7 ae : : . 
— see iia anes Waitkus, Phillies base ball play Waitkus claimed he 
11:00 A.M. er, is not entitled to $3,500 State gaged in his employers 
Ts a 1393¢ Hees workme2n’s compensation for at the time of the sh 
1369S 1370S 1371S 1367 WOunds suffered when he was the Edgewater Beach 
12:00 Noon Nhine aria 3 x 4 
374¢ 13875 13845 1386c 7 Chicago early in the 194 
pot 1393C 1396C 14015 LEGAL NOTICE season. 
1403C 1406S 1407S ao —— ee eee ; 
1532S) TO: Eliza B. Baldwin, Anna A. J. B He was wounded se 
2:00 P. M Riza B. B Henry W. Brown, Ha Ruth Steinhagen,. 2 
1410S 1419C 1415C 1416C tet. M sail aire aan . ; Pai _ 
1417¢ 1418¢ 1412¢ = Frat i. in. Elizabeth J. sent to a men al insti 
1430S 1433S) 14345 1435S \ Hod u. Henrietta E. Walker. later released. 
1583S) 1026C we Wo Bald renee oD. Br - 2 
1995C) cme M \. McDermott, |S Waitkus was awards he 338 
3:00 P.M ae? Ke ! i. Myting 4 e -v 9 referee h el 
1436S 1437S 1446¢ 1347¢);’ r We Brown, 500 Ey a referee of the : 
1448C 1457C 1453C) 1831C) : vania Workmen’s Con 
1455S 1456S 2200C) 1454C OG rete 
14525 1458¢ her. their Board, but the board 
WEDNESDAY. NOVEMBER 12TH. 1952 citi mt approve it. An appeal 
D.J.B RH FC VJ PLEASE TAKE NOT irder tO COurt and Judge Pet 
RM 404 October 30, 1952 ack” ce will } 
10:00 A.M “ N52 bet ans qaecision Will De ¢ 
1479S 1470C 1465S 472 : : ng Cork a DIgher Cours. 
1467S 1474 1459C 1476C 
1489S 1490S 14975 1498S 
ee CLASSIFIEL 
1528S 1523 1530S 1506C : + alg A gn Ae 
1537C 1539¢ 1538C 1542S NEW JERSEY LAW J 
i . \ : é OURNAL 
1547S 24 Edison Place. Newark 4 ] 
1551S $7 
1561¢ a EMPLOYMENT OPPO! UNITY 
1562C 57 57 1525C 147-14 as —4 
1577S 1581S 771C 1523C : . i Pribes A I 
1524C S$) 1533S S64 Vr a 
70S) 2180¢ x - : rte ‘ i 
3:00 PM . 4 = 
1560S 1521C 1569S 1540C e ; \ SINGLI 7 
1568C 1567C 1580C 1571C s x _ 
1572C 1578S 1125S 1582S 2 . e 
THURSDAY NOVEMBER 13. 1952 = 
J.B RJH FC VJ oe —__§ 
Rm 404 
Nea Sas ‘ FOR RENT 
158 5C 1587S 1588C ge a ee nt ee ——— 
15S1C 1595¢ 1593S = It dg: RENT TO A NPY s 
596C 1598 599 ant in lawyer's suite - 
: 11 0 “ae mite Newark. MArket 3-8323 oy 
1601S 1603C 1604C ; Orr > tA aa —s 
1606S 1607S 1609S ie SOON A S ty Ae I Ss AN I is se : = a s 
1614S 1615S 1616S : inant (Commane oes * 
12:00 Noon < J s Jersey ¢ 
1618S 1619¢ 16235 —— ne 
2115C 1620 1624C 
1626S 1627C 1628C 85 YEARS EXPERIEN 2 
00 P M - \ ‘ \ s 
1629€ 1641C 1531S 1639S Ne bP OSETTLEMENT APPRAISE & 
1634C 8165 1636S 1637S & hat the accounts REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY 
1638S 1632S 1640S 1641¢ Sect MCSE ook Peace ESTATES. INHERITANCE 
300 PM rERANK LESLIL FEDERAL, STATE & COUNT’ 
1642¢ 1633C 16445 1645S tat t — ESTATES LIQUIDATE 
1646S 1647S 1648S 1669 Surrog . VES 
1650C 1651C 1652C 1653C I» ’ 
FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 14TH. 1952 i seat Fe eo 
DJ R.J.H FC s s 
11:30 AM \ SEW A SSBX 
1654C 1655S 1660S \N \N\ NEWARK PEN PRESS a 
1659S 1657S 1661S ght . FOSTER, A 
12-00 N . ATTORNEY COOPERATION -JCITR, 
1664C 1665C 1669S 20, 27 i 
— 2 2 W. D. ETTINGER & Ci } 
1672S 1673S 1666C < a a © ne 
1 ee : iT. GREENE, FIRE ADJUSTERS | 
1680S 1681S 16825 re * : FOR THE ASSUREC ' 
16845 1690S 1686C . $ CLINTON ST., NEWARK ff 
00 PM . . RICHARD 
| 142s 1689¢ ps : nm Mitchell 2-4694-5 
1699S 1693S 4 
1700S 1336C “ el = ——e 
u S. Di. + ict C << ; T | r 2 2 —We Cooperate With Attorney: 
‘ istrict Cour ria INESTUN BEE oe 
SCHENK & JARDINE, Attorneys SARASOHN & CO. 
Calendar a. FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
. : POLICYHOLDEF 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT = 786 Broad Street 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY Newark 2, N. J 
The following Non-Ju :: s ‘ MArket 3-3213-4 
for trial befor the > TA H x 
Court in Court Room No ‘< . r 2 ——— 
Trentor New Jersey beninn S Pe ; ' 
n Tuesday. December 2 “ > a ° ° * H 
There will be no call ¢ toe. eubeerth Fire Adjusting i 
fore. it will be necessar : : + and inds SERVICE TO ATTOFRNEYE ' 
touch with the = clerk’ { ait ts ear Sa seg are A 2 2 
extensi 225) to deter mine the status of your 1 rh ° : ae IRVING M. MI! 1ON 
case 1 the list rt . re ~ subs ° . 
All counsel required to furnish the Court THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION Associated Adjus' rs 
with a trial memorandum at least 48 hou ATA vA \rt 24 Commerce St., \» wark 
before the assigred date for trial in acco x - Oo 9.177 9.& 
oe al ggg ig sang: Mia Ply ag Newark 2 — Mitchell 2-1771 MAr 58 
€10123 C-11685 C-11840 C-432-50 C-433-50 | z = - 


C-434-50 C-591-51 C-909-51 C-970-51 C-987-51 
C-1106-51 C-114-51 C-1126-51 C-1196-51 C- 
1185-51 C-1187-51 8194 8218 8254 


Escex Weekly Call 











For Certified Shorthand & Stenotype Repo: 
CALL 
ADLER REPORTING SERVICE 


GENERAL REPORTING 





FILING CABINET! 


Bye Mailed PREPAID within 5 hrs.! 
% Seal IN YOUR OFFICE 


within 24 hours! 


INCLUDES: = 


Stock & Transfer Ledger 

+0 Corporate Desk Seal 

3 Ring Minute Book with Booster 

Book of Lithographed Stock Certificates 

With Printed Minutes . . . $14.00 

Gold Lettering on all Books . . . $1.00 ex. 
Pocket Seal in lieu of Desk Seal . . . $1.50 ex. 









AIL-STATE 22 cw | 2 
P SUPPLY CO. | pictures) $1.50ex. 
OTHERS AT 


o7 SPRINGFIELD AVE., NEWARK 3, N. J. 


PHONE: MARKET 2-4290 $14, $17, $19 





ESSEX COUNTY—LAW DIVISION 





SUPERIOR COURT 


and 


ESSEX COUNTY COURT 


NOTARIES PUBLIC DEPO: ‘TIONS 
24 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK, N.J. — MArket 2-5974 


























FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 7. 1952 —_ 
The following Superior Court and County 
Court Cases will be called before > Assignment U | 
Judge William A. Smith. Room 222. Court 
House, at 10:00 A.M. and will be subject to 5 Ss NESS and J Oo A ] § 
being set down for trial 
Cases — tid ee number are Superior MORTGAGE 
Court Cases 
Cases with C’ after number are County MORG O. 60 PARK PL 
- 99§ - 100S) - 148C - 2368 A taney J. 
399§ - 4035 433s - 443s Mitchell 5 
520¢. (536C - 5370) . 543C Forwarders R nized 
582S 591C 61S 619S — 
700C - 702S (710C 11C) 
725C 738S 7445S 746S 
762 768S 769C 770C 
7QNC 795C 7995 &N0S 
e.°22-22 — LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURANC 
RAS R275 R195 R46S - 1 
8748S - 875S 878S 8845S 
(9148 - 917S) 924¢ 939¢ CO 
sree | S778 O68) cad - ooxt MPANY OF NEW JERSEY 
1013C 1014s 1017C 1034¢ 10545 _ 
1044C 1110s 11955 1131¢ 1158 
1174S 1175S 1182S 1201S 1207S 
1210C - 1717C - 17700 - 1991S - 1222C A sound company engaged 
1224S 1225S 1229S 1275C 129°C 
Laale » laves - aytg - IsTaS . 15148 exclusively in the examina- 
1526C 1527S - 15298 - 1555S 1557S 
1558S - 1563C - 2569C - 1565 tion and insurance of titles 
7. H. POLACHEK to real estate. 
Reg. Patent Attorney A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1928—Serving New #307 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 7 NELSON PLACE Opp Essex County Hall of Records NEWARK N. 


New York a; 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 


Ni ®. 


Mitchell 2-7875 Rates on — 




















Hel 





